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THE SPREAF ACE. 


Erna Any Writings , and Sermons alſo have cauſe to 
MEER wiſh that the men frona whom they ome 
were lefle known then they are. For then 
ſhould they be free from much prejudice, and 
 finde better acceptance with thoſe that 
come to. Bur I wiſh nothing more unto this 
+ S Treatiſe , which now is camming into the 
] world , then that the Authour of it were throughly | run unto 
; all thoſe that ſhall meet with it ; for then his work would need 
| no borrowed commendation, the Title it ſelfe carrying authority 
with it, even to force reſpect from every honeft Reader, if either 
the ſharpneſſe of wit , variety of reading, depth of judgement, 
aptneſſe to teach, holy and pleaſant language ,: beayenly conyer- 
ſation, wiſe carriage, or any fulnefſe of grace will fo farre pre- 
yaile with him. I do not abuſe good words, or lead one with 
them, whom they do not belong to, as many painters of Sepul- 
chres in their Funerall Orations, uſe to do : bur _—_ that in 
ſhort; which M. Bames his-perſon did largely preach unto all fuck 
as came near unto him : and*that which his imcomparable wri- 
tings will ſufficiently witneſſe, to-fyrure Generations. | 
Neither is this all that the Au _ may ſuggeſt unto, 
the conſiderate Reader : but Nr ay ariſe _ ea > 
» .> important thoughts ; eſpecially it the remembrance 0 er 
Baines his worth do occaſion him to. think of many others like _/ 
yato him ; Dt Di eas Re 
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bw, Mafter Perkins, Maſter Rogers, Maſter Cariwre ht 3 Maſter 
Fenner, Maſter Brigh!man; Maſter Parker, Maſter Philips, Maſter 
Hieren, and Maſter Brac ſhaw , 8c. to ſpeake nothing of thoſe 
which yerlive, nor of DcQor Rezrefds, Doftor Falk, arid Do- 
Qor Whitaker , with-reany others. "For all theſe being appre- 
hendedas men agreeing in cre ſpirit, ard haying had mdecd the 
Spirit of Glory reſting ontkem, as their works do Thew, toge- 
ther with thoſe letters teſtimoniall, which they left written the 
hearts of many thouſand Chriſtians, it muſt needs carfſe xt the leaft 
an inquiry, what the reaſon ſhould be , that ſuch famous men of 
God, could never Iikewell of our Biſhoply coarſe in England , 
nor ever be favoured of them. The cale is plaine to all : and the 
cauſe is evident to thoſe that haye eyes toee: but no where more 
_—_—_ then inthe perſonof M.Bames;and the place where he 
and others like him were made frgnes of this Antipathie. Cambridge 
is , or ſhould be, asaneyeto all our Labd; fo that the 4terations 
that fall out there cannot. bur be felt of all parts; It is the place of 
light?rhe ſpirituall oppreflions which in Torners are coyered 
with darkeneffe(as all the workes of darkneſle would be ) when 


paſt all ſhame they come to confront the Sun it ſelfehow'can they. be A \ 


then be hidden. 


when M.Perkins had there for years held forth a buniing: | 


and ſhining light, the ſparkes whereof did flic abroad into all- cor- 
ners of the Land,and after be had feryed his time was taken up in- 
to heaycn,there was none found fo meet,for to receive as it were, 
the Torchout ofhis handand ſucceed him in thar great office of 
of bearing it before ſucha people;as this Maſter Baines; upon 
whos rit of that Elias-was found -by experience to be 
doubled. this ftation he ſo demeanedhimſelf for lome years;rhat 


impietic only had cauſe to complaitte : for all thar fauored the 
+. as a ſpiritual Treafure. "Bg M enprh the boure of 
- came from Zawbeth, whet Rezh-b:ſhop Bavooft fear Maſter 


Ml 35;that is (if tenves ray be interpre- 
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FRB. PREFACE, | 
notorioufly ſcandalous Miniſters, yernone were found wor- 
thy of cenſare,but If. Baines, of whom the world was 
not worthy, and o1e other Pceacher like unto him. Now it is 
hard to ſay,waether the the ſilencing of him was more odio1s 
or the mattec of it ſhrn:lefſe. Ta2ce miſt be a Secmon (ye 
* 2 -* know!) at ſuch Viſitations, for faſhion ſake, thouzh the Viſi- 
ter himſelf can ſeld>m fi11e leaſure t > make ir. This part was 
therefore appointed to M-. Bayaes by the Viſitecs, that hee 
might either b* in{nared in his words,if he d d nat apply him- 


e to their him d>ars, or elle g:ace their unzcacio4s cour- 


Ke comming downo from the Pulpit to provide for his health, 
\s 


time going on with their bafineſſc,as rhey are wont in 
| y forme of a miſter , called for M. Bayaes among 
gthe-reſt; and.upon his not anſwering, though he-was n2t cite 

thither as: to.a Court, bar onely: intreated to preach , as he 
did;, yet for not appearing, he was-immed{ately fileaced. at- 
terward: indecd, the-Chricellour being inforn2d of that 


geoiioalliog, which in that ſentence , ucged him about 
* ſubſcription andconformity-; and ſa ro make fare worke , 
ſikncobhimoveragaing*In which biſinefſe he-was fo co1- 
m(elfs of anceatonable and” ridicalons dealing, 
2-ro receive the ſentence off 
hemrgnd eye unto God 'witha 
cet 28s inſet; he interpreted chat 


rity. This being done, 
Wfiends to. try rhe Acch- 
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THE PREF ACE, 
Dlack-work,which was upon the edges of hiscnffs,asking him 
how he durſt come before him with ſach cuffs, telling him 
very Biſhoplike,thar ir were a good turne to lay him by thc 
heckes for ſo doing. "After this ke would have no more to do 
with fuck abſurd unreaſonable men : but preached ſometime 
where he might have liberty , as his weaknefle of body 
would {iffer : and ſpent the reſt of his time in reading, medi- 
tating, praying, and writing, ſaving that upon oecaſion he did 
inſtruct aud comfor thoſe which came to him 'in private. 
wherein he had a heavenly gift. He was indeed all his life af- 
ter:beſide the weaknefle of his body,prefled with want, not 
hwing (as he often complained to his friends) a place ro reſt 
his head in : which me thought was an upbraiding of the 
age gnd place where he lived with baſe regardleſneſle of pie- 
ric and learning : yet be never ſo much a&conlulted wirh him- 
felf of denying his ſ{incerity,by pleaſing the Biſhops,of whom 
and their courles he was wont to ſay, They are 4 generation of 
the earth,earthly and ſavour not the waies of God. W hich ſaying 
of his, they , and ſome Doours of Cambridge have ſince 
made good,in that they could not indure, that the place from 
whence they thruſt him, ſhould be ſupplicd by other honeſt 
men, though they were conformable, but with abſolute au- 
thority at | 0h forbad it., alledging that Puritanes were 
made by that Lecture : whereas the truth is, that one Le&ure 
hath done more good to the Church of God in. England , 
then all the Do&tours of Cambridge : though I doe not deny, 
but ſome of them have wrought a good work. 
By this one inſtance (of which kinde I would there were not 
a hundred in our land) it may eaſily appeare to the underſtan- 
ding Reader,that there is as a= agreement betwixt our Bi- 
ſhops in their managing of Religion (except ſome 2. or 2, 
which went out of het ſy a4 : —_—_ ventured - 
thoſe places)and thoſe powerfull Preachers who have been 
the chief means of revealing Gods arme unto falyation, as 


there is betwixt the light which commeth down from ' 
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Heaven , and that thick miſt which ari 
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THE PREFACE. 
But we need not {eek for demonſtration of the Spirit 


which worketh in onr Hierarchie from this oppoſition,look 
but at the fruits of it,where it hath all fulnefſe of<conſen:, as 
in Cathedrall Palaces, or Pariſhes of Biſhops and Arc 
bifhops reſidence, fuch as Lamberhis, where all their Canons 
v1 . areintorce,and hayetheir full ſway wirhout contradiction : 
* pay comenearer unto them, and take a view of their families, 
eyen to them that wait in their Chambers , and ſee whzr 
xdlinefic there is to be found. Have therc not more of God 
and his Kingdom appeared in ſome one Congregation of 
- thoſe Miniſters which they have filenced for unconformity, 
then in all the Biſhops Families that are how in Enoland? 

Was there ever any of them that could indure ſuch a Pariſh 
as Lambeth is, if they had ſuch power of reforming it as the 

Arch-biſhops have ? 

To returne therefore unto our Authour : whilſt he lived a 
rivate life , being thus ſtrucken with the Biſhops Planer, he 


| time to apply his ablgwir and Jann unto the dif- 


 cuſſing of many queſtions, which if the Prelates had nor for- 
ced ſuch lcaſure upon him, it may be he would have paſſed 
by with others. And among the reſt , by Gods providence 
he was dire&ed to theſe Ecclefiaſticall Controverſies which 
concerne our Dioceſan ſtate in England : wherein , as in all 
other queſtions which he dealt in % hath ſhewed ſuch di- 
ſtin& and pearcing underſtanding, together with evidence of 
truth,as cannot but give good ſatisfaction to him;that in theſe 
ings ſeeketh light. 

He might indeed have choſen. other particular corrupri- 
ons to have written on , if it had been his purpoſe either ro 
have taught men,what they daily ſee and feele, or to have la- 
boured the branches , and leave the root untouched : 
Pur it was no delight unto him, for to. prove that which no 
man doubted of , as that the common courſe and practiſe of 

3 our Prelates their Cournts,their urging of ſubſcriptions, with 
bumane ſuperſtitious Ceremonies, as prelumptuous infolen- 
cies againft God and-his Church : or propoſterouſly ro be- 
pin at the end of the ſtrcame for to cleante the water, He 
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: THE PREPACE. 
choſe rather to ſearch the fountaine of all that fonlneſſe whies- 
With our Chaches are ſoiled : which he judged to be found 
in the conſtitutions here in this Treatiſe examined. And if 
theſe ſew queſtions bz well conſidered, it will appeare that a 

myltitade of pernicious abaſes doc depend on thoſe poſiti- 
ons which in them are confated. One fundamentall abuſe 
in our Ecc!oſtifticall oppreſſion is in the diſpoſing of charges, 
or placing of Miniſters oyer Congregations : Ir is called uſu- 

ally beſt wing of Benefices or Livings, in an earthly phraſe, 
which {ayoureth of the baſe corraption commonly pradti» 
{cd. For Conzregatious 01ght not to be beſtowed on Mi- 


.. nſte:s,bur Miniſters on Congregations : the benefit or bene- 


hce of the Miniſters not ſo mich to be regarded, as of the 
C-19c22atiou : Ir is the calling and charge which every Mi- 
niſtec ſhould look at,not his living and benefice. Now theſe 
Benefkices are beſtowed'ordinarily by the Patron(whether Po- 
piſh, profane,or religious,all is one (and-the Biſhop ,with- 
out any regard of the peoples call or conſent: fo as no law- 
full mariage is made;no ſervant placed : againſt all Scripture, 
Councels and ancient examples. whereby it commeth ordi- 
narily too paſſe,that Lawyers muſt determine of Miniſters cal- 
ings, after long ſuits and great charges ; as if Congregati- 
ons and Farmers were held by one title and right. 'And ſome- 
ris it is found that the Miniſter is a" continuall plague unto 
1s people, living in contention, ſpight and hatred with them, 
3 many Law-ſuits do too too plainly witnefſe. What is the 
ceaſon ? Becauſe Pariſhes are eſtemed as-no Churches, that 
ever were ordained by Chrift, or recerwed/any power and pri- 
yiledges from him, but as mans creatures' , -and by man to 
be ordered as it pleaſeth him. Another pradtiſe of like natare 
whh the farmer,is that the Miniſter being calledto one Cons | 
gregation, becommerh a Pluraliſt, by taking another,or more 
livings, in ſpight of that Congregation, to which he was firſt * 
nd & fill perfonally ted And afterall thishe irity Bea Not- 
reſident, abiding or ptcaching at none of his mary' Hvitgss | 
Nay,he may chopand charige , ſelfand'hy like a'Merchaut, 
fo he doit cloſely ; which s ſuch al abominatiotr', as _ 
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THE PREFACE. 
and 'Trint conderrneth,ard Lcll it felfe will carte defends 
What is tte grevrd? Pecauſe ({oricorh) Cir ft Lath not 
appointed Pai:ſhes, their offcers.ard officcs,and chercfore 
no man is bound further in this kirde.then mens Lawes, Ca 
nons, cuſtomes, and injure&tions dye preſcribe unto them. 
For a grave Do&tor of Cambr;age anſwered ove that queſtio- 


' red him fog bis grofic nen-reficercie, 13x. that Par ſhes werc 


divided by a Pope : infinuating as it {eerreth, that he accoun- 
ted it a point of Popery, for to tye Miniſters unto their parti- 
cular charges. | 
A third groſſe corruption is,that the Officers in Congrega- 
tions, Mir:ſ{ters, C 6s wander 46 &c. are wade {cryants to 
the Biſhops,C hancellours, Archdeacuns,&c.being 435 it Were, 
their Premotors,Informers.and Exccutioners,in all watters of 
juriſdi&tion and government, for to bring in money into their 
purſes : for performance alſo of which. tcrvice to them , the 
C > \5ulal was upon every cccafion are ipforced to take ſuch 
corporall oathes as not one cf them coth ever kcep, what 
ether ground of this,be{ide the fore-mcntioned, that particu- 
lar Congregations are noſpirituall incorporations, and there- 
fore muſt have no officers Gr governmiem within themſelyes? 
Now all theſg confufions , with many athers of the ſame 
kinde. how they” are condemned inthe very foundaticn of 
them, M. Baynes here ſheweth in the firſt queſtion, by main- 
taining the divine conſtitution of a partieular Church, in one 
Congregation. In which queſtion he maintaineth againſt his 
adyerlaries a courſe not unlike to that which e Armachanx, in 
the daies of King Edward the third , contended for againſt 
the beggipg Friers, in his Book called The Defence of Cyrates : 
Fer when thoſe Friers incroached upon the priviledges of 
Parochyall Miniſters,he withſtood them upon eſe grounds : 
"Eccleſia Parochialis juxta verba _ Dem. 12 locus elefius 
a Deo gn quo debenous accipere cuntia que precipu Deminuns ex 
Sacranniis. Parockws et ordinarixus Parochiani : eft perſona: a 
Des precepta;vel wandaro Det ad ud minifterium explendum 
elefta.W hich ifahey be granted, our adyerfaries caufe may go 
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Another ſort of corruptions there are, which theugh they 
depend upon the fame ground with the former, yet immedt- 
ately flow out of theHterarchic. W hat is more diſſonant from 
the revealed will of Chriſt ; » rhe Goſpell, even alſo from the 
tatc of the PrimitiveChurch,thcn that the Church and King- 
dom of Chriſt ſhould be managed, as the Kingdoms of the 
world;by a Lordly authority,with externall pomp,.command- 
ing power,contentious Courts of judgement , furniſhed with 
Chancellours, Officials, Commiſſaries, Advocates, Proctours, 
Paritors, and ſuch like humane devices? Yet all this doth ne- 
ceſlarily follow upon the admitting of ſuch Biſhops as ours 
are in Eng/z1d; who not onely are Lords over the Flock, 
but do profeſſe ſo much in the higheſt degree, when they tell 
us plaincly, that their Laws or Canons do biade mens con- 
{ciences. For herein we are like to the people of 1/-ael, 
who would not have God for their immediate King , but 
wonld have ſuch Kings as othe? Nations:Even fo the Papiſts, 
and we after them, refufe to have Chriſt an immediate King, 


in the immediate government of the Church ; butt muſt have 


Lordly Rulers,with ſtate in Eccleſfiaſticall affaires, ſuch as the 
world hath in Civill. 

What 4 miſertible pickle are the meſf of our Miniſters in, 
when they are urged to gife an accaunt of their calling To 
a Papilt indeed rheycan give a ſhifting an{wer,that they have 
ordination from Bithops , which Biſhops were ordained by 
other Biſhops, & they,or their ordeiners,by Popiſh Biſhops : 
this in part may ſtop the mouth of a Papiſt : but let a Prote- 
ſtant which doubteth of theſe matters move the queſtion : 
and what then will they ſay ? If they flie ro Popith Biſhops, 
as they are Popiſh,then let them go no longer masked —_ 
the name of Proteſtants. If they alledge fuccefſion by them 
from the Apoſtles,then (to ſay nothing of the appropriatin 
of this ſucceſhon unto the Popes chaire,zin whoſe name , an 


by whoſe authority our Engliſh Biſhops did all things in 


times paſt) then I ſay they muſt take a great time, for the fax. 


tisfying of a poore man concerning this queſtion, and for the 
jaſtifying of their ſtation, Foruntyll that out of apa 
mey 
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THE.PREFACE. 
they can ſhew a perpetuall ſucceſſion from the Apoſtles unto 


their Dioceia1 which ordained them,and until they can make 
the poore man which doubteth , perceive the truth and cer- 
tainty of thoſe rec5:ds / which I wiſh they will do at lca- 
ſure) they can never make that ſucceſſion appeare. If they. 
flie to the Kings Authority , the King hin will forſake 
them , and deny that he taketh upon him to make or call 
Miniſters. If to the preient Biſhops and &rch-biſhops, alas 
they are as far to ſeek as themſelves, and much fur:Fer. The 
_ cauſe of all this miſery , is the lifting up of a Lordly 
Prelacy, upon the ruines of the Church liberties. 

How intolecable a bondage is it, that a Miniſter being cal- 
led toa charge, may not preach to lis people except he hath 
alicence from the Biſhop or Arch-biſhop : Cannot receive 
the beſt of his Congregation to communion if he be cenſu- 
red inthe {pirituall Courts, though it be but for not vaying 
of ſix pence which Gay required of him in any name, be the 
man otherwiſe neyer 1o innocent : nor keep one fromthe 
Commtnion, thar is not preſented in thoſe Courts , or being 
preſented,is for money ablolyed,though he be never {6 ſcan- 
dalous : and muſ} oftentimes (if he will hold his place) againſ? 
his conſcience put back thole from Communion with Chritt, 
whom'Chriſt doth call unto it (2s good Chriſtians,if they wall 
not kneele) and receive thoſe that Chriſt pucterh back, at the 
command of 4'mortall man. _ 

W har a burthen are poore Miniſters preſſed with, in thar 
many hundreds of them depend upon one Biſhop and his 
Offcers : they muſt hurry up to the ſpiritual Court upon 
every occaſion, there to ſtand with-cap in hand,not onely be- 
fore a Biſhop,burt before his Chancellour,to be railed on ma- 
ny times at his pleaſure : to be cenſured, fuſpcnded, deprived, 
for not obſerving ſome of theſe Canons, which were of pur- 
pole framed for ſnares, when far more ancient and honeſt Ca- 
nons are every day broken by rheſe Iudges themſelves for lu- 
cre ſake, as in the making of Vr9pian Miniſters, {wiv haye no 
people to miniſter unto ; in their holding of conmendams, 


in their taking of woney, even to extortion, for Orders and 
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inſtitutions : in their ſymory, as well by giving as by tak 'ng : 
and in all their idle, covetous, ard atrbitious pomp? I or 
all tFele ard ſuch like abuſes . ve are bel clding to the Luxrd: 
licefle of our Hierarchie : whluch is the root of it, is here 
overthrown by Mr ay ne, inthe concluſions of the ſecond 
and third Queſtion. Abc 
troverſie , that Marſilu Patayinus in part undertooke long 
fince,about the time of Eaward the ſecond, againſt the Pope. 
For he in his Book called Defenſor paces , laieth the ſame 
zrounds that here are maintained. Some of his words,thovgh 
they be large, I will here {et down for the Readers infornma- 
tion. 

Poteſtas claviem ſive ſolvendi & ligandi geſt eſſentialis & inſepa- 
rabilis Presbytero inquantum Presbyter eſt. In hac authoritaie, Epiſ- 
cops a ſacerdote non differt gefte Hierenymo,imo verins ApoFtols, 
#::j145 etia eſt apertaſententia. Inquit enim Hieronymns ſuper Mar, 
16. Habent quidems eandem judzciaria poteſtatem alii Apoſtoli,ha- 
bet ommes Eccleſia m Presbyterss & Epiſcopss:preponens m hoc Preſ- 
. byteros quonia authoritas hec debitur P: esLytero,jn quantum Preſ- 

Gergrizett ſecundum quod ipſum. Hac nomin: Presbyzter & 
Epiſcopus in promuroaEccleſia fucrut ſynomima,quamvs a diverſis 
prictatibus erde _ fuerimt, Presbyter ab atate nomen impo- 
fits eft,quaſi ſenior: Epiſcopms vero a argnutate,cen eura ſuper alws, 
graſs ſuperintendens, Many things are there diſcourled to the 
lame purpole,dift.2.615. It were too long to recite all, Yer 
ene thing is worthy to be obſerved how he interpreteth a 
phraſe of Jersme ſo much alledped, and built upon by the Pa- 
trons of our Hierarchie. Jerome faith ad Evagr. that a Biſhop 
doth-nothing, excepting ordination, whith a Presbyter may 

not do. Of this teſtimony D. Downam avoucherh,that nothin 
can be more pregnant then it,to prove that Biſhops were {u- 
periour to Presbyters in power of ordination. But _ what 
this ancient W riter faith, Ordinatic non ſignificat thi poteftatem 
eonferends, cex collationem ſacrorum ordinum : ſed Oaconomicam 
goteRatem regulands vel dirigends Eccleſia runs, atque: perſonas 
wantnm ad exercitinn drvins cults m templo ; ande ab antiquis, 
Fegmnlacerions vecentur Ortenoms reverends, == . 
| 
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It would be over long to declare all the uſe which may 
be made of this Treatiſe , which being ir felfe fo ſhort,for- 
biddeth prolixity in the Preface. If the Author had lived 
to have accompliſhed his parpoſe, in perfe&ing of this 
work, he would (it may be) he added ſuch confiderati- 
ons as theſe: or at leaſt he would have left all fo cleare, 
that any attentive Reader might eaſily have concluded them 
from his premifes. For ſapply of that defe&, theſe pra- 
&icall obleryations are noted : which with the diſpate it lelfs 
L leaye to be pondered by the conſcionable Reader, 
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THE FIRST 


QVESTION 15s. 


WHETHER CHRIST DID INSTITUTE 
or the Apoſtles frame any Dioceſan forme of 
Churches, or Parishionall onely, 


OR determining this Queftion, we will firft ſer 
Fx, down the Arguments which affirme it. Second=- 
z k ly, thoſe which deny. Thirdly, lay down ſome 


reſponhive concluſions, and anſwer the objecti- 
— againft that part we take to be the 
rrurh. 
| £5 Thoſe who affirme the frame of Dioceſan 
| Churches, vouch their Arguments: partly from 
| Scripture : partly from preſidents, or inſtances ſacred and Eccletia- 
ſticall. Finally, from the congruity it hath wiih reaſon, that ſo 
they Should be-confſtirared. ; 
The firſt objection is taken from comparing thoſe two Scrip- 
1 rures, Titus 1. 5» Atts 14. 23. Ordame Elders City by City. They 
erlamed Elders Church by Church. Hence it is thus argued. They 
who ordained thart a Ciry , with the Suburbs and region abour it, 
> Should make bur one Church, they 'ordained a Dioceſan Church. 
Bur the Apoſtles, who uſe rheſe phraſes as cquipollent, To ordarne 
Presbyters mm every City, and to mi them m every Church, apy 0in- 
red, rhara Ciry, withthe Suburbs and region about it, Should 


| Le : m_ bur one Church. Ergo. "The Apoſtles conftitured a Diocefan 
urch. 
| , The reaſon of the Propofirion is, becauſe Chriftians conyerred in 
2 Ciry, with the Suburbs, Villages,and Countries abour ir, could nor ; 
\ be ſo few, asro make bur a Parishicnall Church. The Afſumy ti- 
| on is cleare,for theſe phraſes are uſed, as ad equate,and being ſo uted, 


nceds ir muſt be that che Apoſtles framed Cities, Suburbs,and regiuns 
ao one Church. TS 
| Cc 2 They 
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2 They argue from examples : Sacred and Ecclefiaſticall. Sacred, 
are taken our of rhe Old and New Teſtament. Ecclefiaſticall, from 
he Primirive rimes, and from Parternes in our own times: yea, 
even from ſuch Churches, as we bold Reformed, as thoſe in Belgia 
and Geneva. 

To begin with the Church of the Jews in the Old Teſtament, 
whence they, reaſon thus. That which many particular Synagogues 
were then {becaule they were all bur one Common-wealrh, and had 
all bur one profeſſion ) that may many Chriſtian Churches now. be 
wpon the like grounds. Bur they then, though many Syuazogues, 
yet becaule they were all but one Kingdom,and had all but cne pro- 
fefſion, were all one Nationall Church. Ergo. Upon like grounds ma= 
ny Churches with us, in a Nation or City, may be one Nartionall or 
Dicctn Church. | 

Secondly, the Church of Ieruſalem in the New Teſtament is obje= 


ted. x Thar which the Apoſtles intended should be a head Church * 


to all Chriſtians in Indes, rhat was a Dioceſan Church. Bur xhis they 
did by the Church of leraſalem. Ergo. 2 That which was more 
numberſome, then could meer Parishionall ,was no Parishionall, bur 
Diocetan Church. Bur that Chrift was ſuch. Firſt, by growing 19 
3029, then 5200, As 2.41. AF:4-4. then to have mullons in it, A#s 
21-20. Ergo, the Church 'of Irruſalem was not a Parishionall, byt a 
Dioceſan Church. 

Thirdly, the Church of Corinth is objected ro have been a Metro- 


politan Church. He who writing to the Church of Corinth,doth write 


to all the Saints in Achaia with it, doth imply,rhat rhey were all ſub- 
ordinate tothat Church. Bur this dorh Paul x Cor.2,1. Ergo. Se- 


_— He who faluterh joyntly the Corinthians and Achaians, and 


callerh rhe Chuch of Corinth by the name of Achata, and names ir 
with preheminence before the reſt of Achaia, doth imply that the 
Church of Corinth was the Metropoliran Church to which all 
Achaia wa ſubject. Bur the Apoſtle doth this, 2 Cor. 9.2, & 11-L3,8s 


9, _— 
Fourthly, that which was the Mother Ciry of all Macedonia, the - 


Charch in that City muft be,if not a Merrcpolitan, yer a Dioceſan 
Church. Bur Phrlippi was fo. Ergo. 


The fifth is from the Churches of Afia, which are thus proved, art 


- Taft ro have been Dioceſan. x Thoſe ſeven Churches which contei- 


ned all other Churches in Afia ftrictly raken, whether in Ciry or 
-Countrey ; thoſe ſeven were for their circuit, Metropolitan, or Dio- 
ceſan Churches. Bur thoſe ſeven did conraine all other in Afia. Ergo« 
2 He who writing to all Churches in Aſia, wrireth by .name, bur ro 
cheſe ſeven, he doth imply, thart all the reft were conteined in theſe. 


Pur Chriſt writing tothe ſeven, writerh to all Churches in Aſia, nov 
_ ba 
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'honame thar five of theſe were Metropolitan Cities, two Dicceſan 
art leaſt, viz. Philadelphia and Thyatira. 3 He who maketh the fingu- 
lar Church he writeth to, ro be a multitude of Churckes, not one 
onely (as the body is not one member onely) he doth make that one 
Church, ro which he writeth in fingular, ro be a Dioceſan Church. 
Burt Chriſt in his Epiphonemaricall concluſion ro every Church, 
which he had ſpoken to in ſingular, doth ſpeak of the ſame as of 8 

mulrirude. Let him that bath eaves, heare, what the Spirit ſaith to the 

Churches. Ergo. 

Thus leaving Sacred examples, we come to Ecclefiaſticall. 
Firſt, in regard of thoſe ancient churches, Reme, Alexandria. Tr is 
impoſſible they Should be a Parishionall congregation 200 ,years af- 


_ eer Chriſt. For if the multirude of Chriſtians did in Jeruſalem fo in- 


ercaſe within a little rime, har they exceeded the proportion of one 


. eongrepation, how much more likely is it that Chriſtians in Rome and 


Alexandria did fo increaſe in 200 years, that they could nor keep in 
one particular Aſſembly. Bur the firſt is true. Ergo, alſo the larrer. 
Which is yet further confirmed by that which Tertuſ{;an and Cornelius 
reſtifie of rheir times. 

To come from theſe ro our moderne reforre.1 churches, theſe 
prove a Dioceſan church. Thar reſpect which many congregari- 
ons diſtinct may have now aſſembled jn one place, that they may 
have ſevered ir. many places. For the unity of the place js but cx- 
rrinſick ro 'the unity of the congregation. Burt many diſtinct 
eongregrations gathered in one City church, may make, we fay, 
one church, as they do in the Netherlands. Ergo, diſtin&t congre- 
gations, ſevered uu divers places may make one church. If many 
churches , which may ſubject rhemſclves ro the. government of 
one Presbytery , may ſo make one , they may ſubject rhemlelves 
ro a Bishop and Cathedrall confiſtory, and. ſo make one. Bur the 

churches of Geneva , had the Territories belonging to it, do 
ſubject themſelves to the government of one Presbytery, and fo 
make bne. For fo farre as two meer in a third , they are one in ir 
Ergo. ” 

The third principall Argument is from reaſon, If City chur- 
ehes onely , and nor the. churches of Villages , and Countrey 
Towns, had Bishops, Presbyrers, and Deacons planted in them, 
then were thoſe Citie churches Dioceſan churches. Bur Citie 
Churches onely had theſe. Ergc, Citie churches were Dioceſan, 
diſtinguished from Parishionall churches. The Affumprion is 
proved firſt by Scripture, Tiews 1. 5. Atts 14-23. Secondly, this 
15 proved by Ecclefiafticall Story. "They who are given to labour 
the converſion 'of the Regions, rather then trend thoſe already 
eonyerted, they were not gryento a Parighionall Church, Bur the 
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Presbyters planted by the Apoſtles were fo. Ergo. They whO 


were ſer in a Church before Pariſhes were, could not be given to 4 
Parishionall Church. Bur fuch were the Presbyrers of the Apo= 
ſtles inſtirution. Erg9. For it is plaine in the practiſe of all ages, 
from the firſt divihon, that no Church. bur rhe Mother Church 
had a Presbyrtery and a Bishop, bur Presbyrers onely. Nay, it was 
ever by Councelz wn rms , and by the judgement of rhe anci- 
ent forbiddcn, that'in Towns or V-llages, any. bur a Presbyrer 
Shonld be planted. 3 This 15 alſo proved by reafon, for it was no 
more pottible ro have Bishops and Presbyrers in every Parish, then 
to have a Maior and Allermen ( ſuch as we have in London) in 
every Town, 2 If every Parish had ja Presbyter, then had they 
power of ordination, and furnishinz rhemſelves with a Miniſter , 
when now they were deſtirure. Bur they were alwaies in this caſe 
dependant on the Ciry. #rg9. There was then a Dioceſan Church, 
having government of others. Presbyters could not ordaine : 
ſede vacante , though rhey did at firit, as 11 rhe Church of Alexan- 
__ Let any Shew for 420.years a Parishionall Church with a Preſ- 
rery in it. 

"ap we muſt muſter rhoſe forces which oppoſe rheſe Dioceſan 
Churches,allowing onely ſuch Churches to be inſtitured of Chriſt, 
which may meet in one Congregation ordinarily. 

The word which without ſome modification ſuper-added, dorh 
fignifie onely ſuch a company as called forrh, may aſſemble Poliri- 
cally, rhar word beinz = doth fiznifie ſuch a Church as ma 
to holy purpoſes ordinarily meer in one. Bur rhe word Chur-:h,'yhic 
Chriſt and i115 Apoſtles did inſtitute, is uſed indefinitely, and ſigni- 
fiern no more. Ergo. . Vtr lex yan iſtonguie, non diſtmiguen um. 
2 The Scriprure ſpeaketh of the Churches m a Kingdoin or Pro- 
vince, alwaies 1n the plurall run/ber, without any note of diffe- 
rence, as equall one with the other. Ergo, it doth not knaw Pro- 
vinciall, Narionall. or Dioceſan Churches. Let a reaſon be given, 
why it Should never ſpeak in the ſingular number , had they been a 
fingular Church. 

Secondly,lerus come ro examples: the Churches the Apcſtles plan- 
te were fuch as might and did congregate. 

Firſt, that of 1I-ruſalem, though there were in it roward 500' Sy- 
nagogues, yet the Chriſtian Church was bur one, and ſuch as did 
coagregare into one place ordinarily after rhe accefle of 5000 ro 
it, Atts 2.46. & 5.12.& 6.1. & 15-25. & 21. 22. & 2F. 22. For their 
ordinary meeting, as it is, As 2.46. darly, could not be a Panege- 
ricall meeting. Again, if they might meer Synodically, why 
might rhey not mcer then in daily courſe ; though the univerfall 
meeting of a Church is not fo firly called Synodicall ; And rhough 

they 
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they are ſaid ro be milli”1s of Beleevers, yer that was by accid2nr 
of a circun'tance, hipp.lv the Paiſeover.. We muſt nor judze the 

exrneſl[: of 1 warer Wy Triltitls, wiza nowir is up and (wellerh 
by accident of fon? tnunduions. They had nar a fertled ftare there, 
by which they did 32r the rizhc of being ſ:r members. Yea, it is 
licely,rh:y were and conrina2d bur one Coarregation. For 47 years 
after they were not fo 2r:at a mulcirule, bur char Pelz, like ro the 
Avhar of Lor, x ltr: Town could receive them. Bar more of rhis in 
the an{wer to rhe objection. 

Secondly,fo re Charch of Ai»-hia,was bur one Church. AR.14. 
27. they are ſaid ro have garhered the Church rozether. Oby. Thar 1s 
the Miaiſters, or repreſentative Church. Anſ.x. For Miniſters onely 
the Church is never uſed. 2 By analozic, Ats 11. Peter gave account 
before the whole Church, even the Church of the fairhfull. Ergo. 
3 They made relation r9 thar Church , which had ſent them forrk 
with prayer and impoſition of hands, and this Church ftood of all 
thoſe who alſembled ro rhe publique ſervice and worship of God. 
4 The people of the Church of Anti2c<h were gathered rogerher ro 
conſider of decrees ſent them by the Apoſtles from Jerafalem, 
To wand, 

Thirdly, rhe Church of C-rinth was one Congregation, which did 
for the ſervice of God, or exerciſe of Diſcipline meer together. 
I Cor. F- 4. 1 Cor.14. 25: v2rſ. 26 I Cor. IL. 17. vor. 23. 312 100 £5 
eodem loco. That whole Church which was guilty of a ſinner uncaſt 
firth, could not bea Dioceſan Church, neither can rhe word 
_—_ comming togeth r, e-2r b2 Shewed ro lignitie any thing elle, 

e1des one particular Aſſe nbly. 

Fourthly, rhe Church of Eb:ſ»s was but one flock. Firſt, it is 
likely that it was of no orher fore rhen rhe other . Secondly , it 
was bur one flock ; that flack waich Presbyrers might jointly feed , 
was bur one. Th-y had bur one Dioceſan Bishop.If RE onely, 
then none bur Parishionall Churches in and abour Epheſus. There 
may be many flocks, bur God ordained none, bur ſuch as may wholy 
meer with thoſe, who have the car of feeding and governing of 
them. P-rer indeed, x Per. 5. 2. call-th all thoſe he writerh ro, one 
flacke : bur thar is in regard either of che myſticall eſtare of the 
faithfull, or in reſpect of the common narure which is in all chure 
ches one and the ſame : bur properly, and in externall adunatiog, 
one flock is bur one congregation. Thirdly , Parishes according re 
the adverſe opinion, were not rhen divided. Neither doth the long 
and frairfull labour of the Apoſtles argue, that there ,should bee 
Pari$h church-:s in Dioceſan wiſe added ; bur a greater number of 


kiter Churches, Bur whea ir, is faid rhar all Alta did heare : rhe 
C } mxeanung 
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aneaning is, that from hand to hand-it did runne thorow Afia , ſo as 
Churches were planted every where, even where Paul came nor, as 
at _ There might be many Churches in Aſia, and many con- 
verred by Peter and others fruitfull labour, without ſubordination of 
Churches. 

Examples Ecclefiaſticall. x Tgnatizs exhorteth the Church of the 
Epheſians, though numberſome, ro meer rogerher often in one 
Place, Epiſtle ro the Epheſians, and ro the Philipprans : where the Bi- 
_ 1s, let the copiedogutered ro him, as where Chriſt is, there 
is the whole Hot of Heaven. He calleth his Church of Anr och a 

Synagogue of God, which cannot agree roa Dioceſan church : For 

theſe were particular congregations , oppoſed asto that Nartionall 
Church, ſo toall Provinciall and Dioceſan. Neither doth ke call 
Himſelfe Bishop of Syria, bur as he was, Bishop of the congregati- 
on in Syia, as a Minifter ſtileth himſelfe a Miniſter of the Church 
of England. 


2 Iuſtine and Irene krew no kinde of Church in the world © 


which did not aſſemble on the Sabbath. Bur a Dioccſan Church 
@aunot. | 

3 Tertulkan Apol. cap. 39. doth shcw thar all Churches in his 
time did meer, and did worship God, in which prayers, readings, 
exhortations, and all manner of cenſures were performed. He 
oe no Churehes which had not power of cenfures within them- 

lves. 

4 Churches are faid at firſt ro have been Parishes, and Parishes 
within Cities, Euſcb. lib. 3-44 lib.g. cap.21. (16.2, cap.6. lib.q. cap.21. 
and S. Toby, [ib.3. cap.23. faith ro the Bishop , reade iuvenem. quem 
&ibs ego £5 Chriſtus teſte Eccleſia tua tradidimuss That Church in 
whoſe preſence Iehw might commit his depefirum, or truſt, was bur 
one Congregarion, {5b.4. cep.11. Hyginius and Piy are ſaid ro have 
undertaken the Miniftery of the Church of Reme : which Church 
was ſuch therefore, [as they might miniſter unto, lb. 7. 7p. Dyenifius 
Alexand. writeth to Xſtu;, and the Church which he governed. A 
Dioceſan Church cannot receive letters. Before Inlian and Dmetyie 
ws his rime, here is ro mention cf Churches in a Bishops Parich. 
et nk — Tg was within the City, [ib. pe Cernelius 
5s faid, rfficium Epiſcepi mmpleviſſe m civitate Remi ex Cypelib.x. Epiſt. 2. 
Cornelius Feltci es Broke _ qui enum A de PLA 
pellere non potuit. Vide Reffinum lib. 1. _—_ ſuburbicarariarum Eccle- 
fiarum tantum curam gefſit. Cyprianwas Paſtor Parecie in Carthegine, 
> the Parish in Carthage, Euſebins lib. 7. cap. 3. ex verbs Cypriant, 
IDsTs C4D. 

5 I: is the rule of Scripture , that a Bishop shculd be choſen in 


bghr of kis people, Bizhops yere choſen long after by the peoplc. 


ow 
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As of Rome, and others by the people commirred to rhem, Cyprie 
lib.4- Epiſt.1. Neighbour Bishops should come to the people over 
whom a Bishop was to be ſer, and choſe the Bishop in preſence of 
the people. Schiſmes were ſaid ro be from thence, Quod Eprſcope 
wmverſa fratermtas non ebtemperat , Cypr. Epiſt. gg. tora fratermtas ts 
wnius congregations tota multitudo,ex qua componstur Eccleſia particularty 
Sabino de untverſe fraterni tatrs ſuffragio Epiſcopatus furt delatus. Cipr. libs 
I-Epiſt.47.58,68. Eccleſie tgitur circuitus non fuit major, quam ut Epiſe 
_ totam plebem ſuam m negotirs hnjuſmods convecare potuerit. YOCs 
lib. y.cap.3. de Agapeto. Convocavit omnem clerum & populum qui eras 
mtra illus jursſdithonem. 

6 The Chorepiſcopi were Bishops in Villages; there isno likely- 
bood of the other notation. Their adyerfaries in oppoſing them 
never object thar they were as Delegates, or Suffragan Bishops ro 


them. 
7 Bishops were wont to go forth to confirme all the baptized 


"through the Dioceſle. 


$ They were neighbours,and might meer a dozen, fix,three,in rhe 
cauſe of a Bishop. 

9 They were united, @merimes in Provinciall Councels,i n which 
many Bishops mer twice yearly, Ruffin. [ab. 1. cap. 6. Viftor Vricenſis 
reporteth in a time when they were feweſt in Africa : in perſecution 
Vandatca, 660 fled ro ſave themſelves. Auſtin faith there were innu- 
merable orrhodox Bishops in Africa : and the Provinciall Councels 
do confirme the ſame. 

Now by reaſon it is cleare that Churches were nor Metropolitan 
or Dioceſan. 

x Thar Church whoſe cauſes are wanting, that Churcll is wanting. 
Bur in a Dioceſan Church cauſes are-not ro be found. Ergo. 

Firſt, the efficient cauſe, God ordaining. For none can take on 
hin ro be a Miniſter Dioceſan : no place to be a place, where the Aſs 
ſembly Dioceſan should be held ; no people can worship God inre- 
—_ ro this place and miniſtery , without warrant of his Word. 

rg0. In the Nationall Church of the Jews, Aaron and his Sonnes 
tooke not that honour, it was given them: The place Nario- 
nall meeting, God choſe Ieruſalem. The people he ; 
ro practiſe ſome ordinances of worship no w bur rhere, and ro 
appeare there before him. Secondly, the marter of a Dioceſan 
Church is people within ſuch a circwr, obliged ro meer ar leaſt on 


* ſfolemne.daies, whereſoever the Dioceſan Miniſters and Ordinances 


of worship are exerciſed ; Paſtours who h ave callings torend them 
and miniſter ro therfi in this Dioceſan meeting now afſembled. 'Fis 
nally, the aCtuall meerings of them ro ſuch end, as ſuch more fol 
kane and publique meetings xe ordained to, are a0 where Coum 
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manded , ner in any fashion were ever by any warrant of the Word 
practiſed. : 

If any ſay, theſe are not the cauſes of a Dioceſan church , bur an 
ordinance of God binding perſons within ſuch a circuit ro ſubject 
themſelves to ſuch a church and the miniſterie thereof, that rhey may 
be governed by them. 

i auſwer. Firſt, there is no ordinance of God for this, that.can be 
Shewed, that churches within ſuch a circuit should be ryed to a ccr- 
raine head church for government. Nay it is falſe. For every church 
by Chriſts inſtirution hath a power of government ; and the Syna» 

e had in ordinarie marters, the government that the Church of 
eruſalem had ; (being all over)excepr onely in ſome reſerved cauſes. 
Secondly, I ſay, that this will not make a Dioceſan church formal- 
ly ſo called. & a Nartionall chvrch could not formally bee wirh=- 
our binding the whole Nation ro exerciſe ordinances of worship 
in the — ; church of it: So by proportion. Yea government is a 
thing which doth now accsdere to a church conſtituted, and dorh 
not eſſentially concurre as matter or forme to conſtirure a church 
of this or thar kinde. Againe, were this rrue , that the Dioceſan Pa- 
ftors and Miniſters have onely governement committed ro them, 
then it will follow, that they onely have rhe governing of par- 
ticular chuxches, who are not any way Paſtors of them, miniſtrin 
Word and Sacraments ro them. Bur this is moſt abſurd , thar their 
proper and ordinary Paſtors,who di ”_ the Word and Sacraments 
them, Should not have poteſtatem peds, nothing ro doe in governing 
thoſe flockes which depend on them. If any ſay, they were nor 
«u,bur they were virtute potentie : 1 ſay, it isalſo ro make the Apo» 
ftles Churches imperfect : and how can this be known bur by a 
preſumed intention , which hath nothing to shew it, bur that cer 
ovent of things. 

From the effect I argue. 

2 Thoſe churches which Chrift did ordeine and the Apoftles 

= » mighr ordinarily aflemble to the ordinances of worship. 


ur a, Dioceſan church eannot ordinarily aflernble. Ergo. For; 


when God will have mercy and nor facritice, and the Sabboth is 
for man, he will not for ever ordaine a thing ſo unequall and im- 
poſſible, as is the ordinarie afſembling of a Dioceſan mulrirudg. If 
any dittinguish the affumprion, and conſider a Dioceſan as $he is in 
her parts, or as$he is a torzum, ſtanding of her parts now collected to- 
gether ,.and ſay she may, , and doth meet and*-communicarte , ind 
edific her ſelfe 1n the firſt reſpect. I anſwer, this is nothing, anc. doch 
prove her to be x . aS She is Dioceſan Church ; quia quid 
quid of 5 ſecundum quod eſt. If therefore a Dioceſan Church were 


a ch, She muſt have the eftect of tuch a Church; ro wir, 
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» 
affembling, as she is Dioceſan. 'The Synagogues through Iſracl mer 
Sabboth by Sabboth , but were 20 Nationall Church in this re- 
eard; that 1s to'ſay, as it iSa Nartionall Chureh, it had her Natioe 
nall reall meerings. 

I reaſon thirdly from the ſubject. 

3 Thar Church which dorh per ſc,effentially require locall bounds 
of place, that mult have locall limits fer forth of God. Bur a Dio- 
he Church doth to. Ergo. Whence I thus inferre, He who 
inſtirures a Dioceſan Church,muſt nceds fer our the locall bounds of 
this Church. Bur Gcd hath nor fer our any locall bounds of this 
Church in the New Teſtament ; Ergo, he harh not miſtirured any 
Dioceſan Church. The propoſition is certain: for this doth jenter in 
the definition of a Dioceſan Church, as alſo of a Nartionall. And 
therefore God inſtituting the Nationall Church of rhe Jewes, did as 
in a Map fer forth the limits of that Nation. So alſo if he had inſti- 
ruted Dioceſan ayghProvinciall Churches, he would have-appointed 
locall bounds, if nor particularly deſcribed, yer known and certain. 
But God hath nar done this. For the Church of the New Teſtamenr 
is not thus ryed to places ; it being fo with the power of reaching, 
and the Ecclehaſticall juriſdiction, that it doth refpicere ſubdrtes, 
onely per ſe, not termims iecales, Civil jurifdiction doth refpicere ſo- 
lum primarily,the ſubjects on it in rhe ſecond place. As for that come 
mandement of apprin:mg Presbyters City Ly City, it is roo weak a ſpar 
for this building. Again, that Church which may be faid ro be in a 
City,is nor Dioceſan. Bur the Churches which the Apoſtles planted, 
are ſaid ro be in Ciries. Ergo. If one ſay to the propotition,they may; 
becauſe the head Church 1s in the Cirie. Anſwer. The Churches the 
Apoſtles planted are raken for the multirude of Saints united into 
ſuch a body Eccleſiaſticall. Bur the multitude of Sainrs rhrough a 
Diocefle cannot be ſaid to be in a Ciry. Ergo. The foule may be 
ſaid ro be in the head, though it be in other parts ; and God in Hea- 
ven. God, becauſe of his moſt infinite and indivihible narure ; And 
ſo the ſoule, becauſe it is indivitible, and is asall of it in every parr, 
not as a thing placed in a place containing it, bur as a forme in thar 
which is informed by it. Bur in things which have quantity, and are 
parr our of another, there is not the hike reaſon. 

4 From the adjuncts. That Church which hath no time fer, wherin 
ro aſſemble, isno Church.. I fuppoſe the ground above, thar nothing 
bur union of a Diocefte in worship,can make a Dioceſan Church.Bur 
this Church hath no time. Ordinary it cannorKave ; extraordin 
folemmities God hath not commanded. Ergo. There is no fuch 
Church. For if it be a reall Dioceſan Church, ir muſt have a reall 
action,according to that garure of which it is. The action formall 
of a Church indefuure'is ro meer and + O——_— in —_—_— 
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a Nationall Church, is ro meer Narionally,and communicate in w »r- 
ship. Ifrhen ir muſt meet, ir maſt have ſomerime fer d »wn,, ordi- 
narie or extraordinary. Bur Gol hath done ne:ther. The Churches, 
which the Apoſtles planred, where in their times moſt perfet and 
flourishing. Bur Diocefan ChurchÞs were not : for in thoſe ries 
they were bur in ſeminal; infolded, not explicared, as the adverlarics 
confeſle. 

4 Thar which maketh/Gods diſpenſation incongruous to his Mi- 
niſters, is abſurd. Bur a Dioceſan frame of Church dorh fo. 
Ergo. That which makerh God give his extraordinary gifts ro Mini- 
ſters of Churches in the Apoſtles times, when now they had bur 
one Congregation, and give ordinary gifts onely when now they had 
800 Churches under them, is abſurd. Bur this doth the Dioceſan 
frame. Ergo. 

5 The Churches,chrouphout which a Presbyter might do the of- 
fice of a teaching Presbyrer, and a Deacon the office of a Deacon, 
were not Dioceſan. Bur every Presbyter might miniſter in the Word 
and Sacraments throughout rhe Church ro which he was called ; fo 
might a Deacon rend to the poore of rhe whole Church, whercof 
he was a Deacon. Ergo, theſe were not Dioceſan. The reaſon 
of rhe propolition is. No Presbyter can through many Congre- 
gations o—_ ordinary miniſtery. In which regard the Canon 
law forbidderh that Presbytcrs should have many Churches, C.10. 
q.3+ Vn plures Eccleſice un nequaquam committantur Presbytero : quia 
ſolus per Eccleſias nec Officium walet perſolvere,nec rebus earum neceſſarum 
euram impendere. 

6 If God had planted Dioceſan Churches, that is,ordained thar 
all within Ciry,Suburbs,and regions, should make bur one Dioceſan 
Church, then may not rwo Dioceſles be unired into one Church, or 
another Church and Bishop be ſer within rhe circuir of a Dioceſan 
Church. Bur neither of theſe are ſo. The judgement of the African 


Fathers $hew rhe one,and the Canonlaw doth $hew the other, .p. 2. 


eap.16. 41. Ergo. | 

7 If God appointed the frame of the Church Dioceſan ſtanding 
af one chiefe G urch,others united in ſubjeCtion : then can there nor 
be the perfection of a Church in one Congregation. Bur where 
there may be a ſufficient multitude deſerving a proper Paſtour or Bi- 


_ requiring a number of Presbyters and Deacons to miniſter ur-- 
ro them, there may be the - carer of a Church. Butin ſome one. 


egarion may be ſuch a multirude. Ergg. | 
8 Thoſe Churches which may lawfully have Bishops, arafuch 
Churches as God inſtiruted, Bur Churches in 'Towns,populous Vi- 


lages,have had,and may have their Bi Ergo. Thus is proved by. 
wane .cyery populous Town, .fuch asour. Marko cLownes, 


| 
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and others ; yea by a ſynecdeche, Villages; for there they taught as well 
aS in Cities. There were Synagogues as well as m Cities. They ex- 
cepred againſt them afterward in unconformity tro Law. The teſti 
mony of Z«x<:c *hewerh whar kinde of Congregations were they 
of which Ejiphonius teſtifierh. And the Fathers of Africa did not re- 

uire, -thar a Dioceſan multirude, bur a ſufficient multitude, nor 
through every part, for then they should have had ro doe in Ciry 
Churches, bur in that part of the Dioceſſe where a Presbyter onely 
had ſerved rhe rurne,should have their Bishop. 

If Dioceſan Churches, and Provinciall Churches be Gods frame, 
then we had no Churches in Britrtaine of Gods frame, ibefore th: r 
Auſtin was ſent by Gregory the great. Burt here were Churches 
front before Tertultan,attcr the frame God requireth,at leaſt in their 
judgements. Ergo. 

Now to come to open the termes, and lay down concluſions: whi- 
ther Dioceſan cr Parishionall Churches were conſtituted. 

Firſt, the word Church we underſtand here, nor figuratively : taken 
Mertcnymicaly for the place, Synecd. For Miniſters adminiſtring 
ordinances : bur properly, for a body politique, ſtanding of pec= 
ple to be taught and governed , and vf Teachers Govere 
NOUS. : 

Secondly, it may be asked,whar is meant by a Dioceſan Church ? 
Anſ. Such a frame in which many Churches are united with ore 
head Church, as partaking in holy things, or ar leaſt in that power 
of government which is inthe chiefe Church, for all the other witt« 
in ſnch or fuch a Circuir. Theſe phraſes of a Diceſſe, a Dioceſan 
Bishop, or Charch, are all fince the time of Conſtantine, yea the rwo 
laſt much larer. A Diocefle ſeemerh from the Common-wealth ro 
havebeen taken up in the Church, from what rime m—_ had 
Territories, ample demaines, and ſome degree of civill juriſdiction 
annexed to them.For a Dioceſle by the Lawyers,is a circuit of *Prc. 
vinces, fuch as the Romane Preſidents had :; or aftive, an admini- 
ftrarion of thoſe Provinces with juriſdiction. L. mica. c. ut omnes 


Juaices. Ard inthe Canon law, ſometimes Provincia and Dicceſis are 


uſed promiſcuouſly. diſt. go. c.7. Burt the ancienteſt uſe of this word 
was to note the 'Terntory , or Countrey circuit, oppoſed ro- the 
City. Thus the Countrey Churches are called Dicceſarie Eccleſia» 
eont.tur.c.Y. 

Thus Bapriſmales Ecclefie were contra-=diſtinguiched to Parishios 
nall. Theſe had every one a Dicceflſe,and the Inhabirants were cal 
led Pioceſar : theſe'Churcheshad a moyite of houſes dwelling in 

ighbour-hood that belonged tb them ;hur at length by a Synec= 
doche, the whole Church was called a Diocefle, though the 
niſts diſpure whether it may be ſo _ ſeeing the De 
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the meaner part by much, in compariſon of the Ciry and should nog. 


give the denomination to the whole. So ar length the Bishop was 
called Dzoceſanus,and rhe Church which had been called Eccleſia Ci- 
vitatr,matrix,nutrix,Cath-drals,grew to be called Dioceſan, Bur here 
we take a Dioceſan Church for ſuch a head Church, with which all 
Churches in ſuch a Circuit hath reall union, and communion in ſome 
facred things. Now a Dioceſan Church may be pur obicrve, rhar is, 
for a Church in which are Miniſters and Miniſtery for the good of 
the whole Dioceſſe, though they should never afſemble, as rhe wor- 
ny in the Church of Ieruſalem was for all Indea,and profired though 
abſent. Or ir may be pur formally for a body politique, a Congre- 
gation of Beleevers through a Diocefſe, with the Miniſters of the 
fame, having ſome reall union and communion in ſacred things. We 
deny any fuch Church. 

A Parishionall Church may be conlidered Materially or Formally, 
Mareriallv,as it is a Church within ſuch locall bounds, the members 
whereof dwell, continguoully one bordering upon the -other,y, This 


God inflrutcd nor, for it is accidentall ro the Church, may ab eſſe,and , 


ad eſſe,a Church remaining one. If a Parishionall Church in- London 
Should dwell, as the Dutch do, one farre enouzh from the other, 
while the ſame Beleevers were united with the ſame Governours, the 
Church were not changed, though the place were altered. Second- 
ly, iris put formally, for a multitude which do in manner of a Pa- 


ris ordinarily congregate ; ſuch Churches, and ſuch onely we lay, 


God erected. » 
Now for ſome concluſious , what we agrce in, then what. ſe- 
Vers us. 
Concluſ.x. Churches of Cities, Provinces, Kingdoms, may be, cal- 


led Dioccſan, Provinriall, Nationall Churches, as the Churches of 


the world are called Ocecumenicall, yea haply nor withour warrant. 
of Scriptiire ; AS 1 Pet.1.1. writing to all choſe diſperſed Churches, 
ſpeaketh of mem ſingularly as of one flock, 1 Per. 5.2. The reaſon 
, rhings may be called not onely as they are really in themſelves, 
bur according to ſome reſpect of reaſon, under which we may ap®» 
prehend rhem. | alges 
 Concl.2, Thar there may be areall Dioceſar zonallfor head 
Church, wherewith others should be baynd_ r& Communicate more 
folemnly in Word and Sacraments, anc ſome more reſerved cafes 
concerning theirgovernment. 'This was gdove in the Church of 1u- 

4. Our men are to9 shie, that fearepe came to-thisbropofbtion, : 
4/ſe. T am ſure our adyerſaries will grant 7 as oor Paris 
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( as Aaron) be called ro it. When nothing in nature can haue furthe x 
degree of perfection, rhen the authour of nature purreth into ir z 
how much more muſt the degree of perfection and eminence in 
things Eccleſiaſticall, depend on God 2 We may reaſon from rhe 
Church of Idea, as a pars, to prove. Thar rhere cannot be ſuch a 
Church, but rhar all ſubordinates muſt communicate with the chiefeſt 
head Church in ſome ſacred things, which may make them one 
Church. Thus there would not have been a Church Nationall of 
the Jews, bur thar all the Nation had union and communion roge+ 
ther,even in the worship and ordinances of worship. The men onely 
went up, ſo the male onely were circumciſed : bur the female repre- 
entatrvely went up in them. 

Objef. Ir is enough if rhe communion be in government, which 


all our oppoſites grant neceſſary. 


Anſw. This maketh them rather one #n terti» quodam ſeparibilz, 
then one Church : government being 2 thing that commeth ro a 
ym oh conſtitured, and may be abſent, the Church remaining 
a Church. The firſt Churches of Bishops, when now rhey di- 
vided. did keep all other, who were the Bishops Presbyrers ftrictly 
fo called, and the people alſo in ſome communion with the Head 
Church; for in greaer ſolemniries one and other went up thither, See 
Decret. diſt. 3. aſt.38. © | = 

Concluſ.4, We agree in this,thar Churches were in their firſt plant- 
the, either nor actually Dioceſan, being one Cong without 
Fo othgr ſubordinare,or if they had any, yer were they imperfect, 
wanting many parrs or members of parucular Churches, which bes 
longed to rhem. 

whetein we contradict one. another, is, we aftirme that no 


'fuch head Church was ordained either virtually or actually, but thax 


all Churches were fingular congregations,cquall, independant eacls - 
of other in d of ſubjection.Secondly,we fay, were there a Dio- 
ceſan yet will ir not follow, that Parich i Should be 
withour their governmeng within themſelves, bur onely fubject in 
ſome more common and rravſcendent caſes. As it was with the Syra- 

ogucs,and thar Narionall Church of the Jews, and asir is berwixr 
Provincialtand Di Churches. If any fay there is nor rhe fame 


reaſon of a Dioceſan Church and Parishionall : for thar hath in it all 
the perfection of a Charch. I tnſwer, nor ; taken in ifon to, 
a Proyinciall Church, it.is b member, and not per- 
 fection, no morethena Par Churgh. barb, compared with a 
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whole mulrirude of rhe one, and Iocall bounds of the other., 


Should make bur one Church, they did inftirute a Dioceſan Church, 


Bur thoſe who ſo inſtirured a Church in Citie, Suburbs, Coun- 
trey ., that their number might bee compared firly ro one 
Congregation, they did not therefore ordaine a Dioceſan Church. 
Againe to rhe afſumprion. Burt thoſe who uſe City by City, and 
Church by Church, as equiyalent ( which the Apoſtles do ) rhey or- 
dained that Ciry, Suburbs, and Countrey , should make bur one 
Church. I anſwer by rhe like diftin&tion. They who uſe City by 
City, 75 an © raken for the whole mulrirude within rhe extenr 
of theſe locall bounds, as equivalent with Church by Church, they 
may be ſaid ro have ordained that City, Suburbs, and Territories, 
should make bur one Church. Bur thus the Apoſtles do nor uſe 
raem, as of equall fignification. For the Citie had a reafon of an 
ample continent , the Church of a thing contained. Theſe 
phraſesare, the one proper, the other mcronymicall, and are 
therefore tro be expounded the one by the other. He placed 
Presbyrers xgmewove, leſt wee Should underſtand ir of the 
mulrirude and locall bounds, it is faid in the Acts of the Apo- 
ſtles rhar they placed them »gr' ixxayoiar , Church by Church : 
becauſe Presbyrers were not given bur ro Diſciples and 
Chriſtians now converted our of the multitude and locall li= 
mits wherewith Cities were bounded. Secondly, there is .an ad- 
equate acception of theſe phraſes per accidens, nor becauſe the Ci 

and Church was ro make but one Church, but becauſe the Chriſti= 
ans by occaſion of their number, nor being then roo great, were 
framed into one Church ; or becauſe by occaſion there was yer bur 
one Church,nor becauſe there was to be but one. Now ho thug 
uſerh chem promiſcuouſly, doth imply that one Church &as. as yet 
conſtitured,nor that there was to be but one through rhe circurt of 
Ciry, Suburbs and Countrey. Thus likewiſe ir is eafily anh ro 
the proofe of the propoſition : For thus the mulri | 
converted and unconverred, could nor be a Church bf one Congre- 


gation, yer the number of thoſe who in City, Suburbs, and Teriro#:* 


ries, were actually converted, was no more then might b# ordered 


into one Church,and the Apoſtles framing theſe into one on the.pre- * 
ſent occaſion, did not exclude the after conſtituting of any other | 


within the ſame locall bounds. 
To the ſecond ent : and firft, ro the objeCtion from the 


Nationall Church of the Jews. 1 anſwer, denyitig the aſſunps VF | 
being many , made one Church ; be«" 
poſſeſſion. Fox thus there 


e were all one Kingdom, one 
was one Qecumenicall Church . 
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| Emperonr, and of one profeflion. It is accidentall ro the unity 

| of a Church whether the Kingdom be one or no. If Iſrael, when 
God had divided the Kingdom into rwo, had gone up to Te- 
ruſalem , and kept there communion in the worship of that 


Church, they had ftill been one Church , though rwo King- 


[ ” doms. If here were as many Kings and Kingdoms as have 
/ been in England , ſo many as Should belong ro one Provinciall 
| Church, should be one Church , though *many Kingdomes. 
þ . - 

The truth is, they were one Church, becauſe they had union and 


Karionall communion in the ordinances of worship, which were 
in that one Church ro which they all belonged. The high Prieft 
was their proper Prieſt, he made interceflion for them, bleſſed 
them, they were not to offer any where , bur there. If any \ 
ink this cannot be the cauſe, why they were one Church, un- 
er the government of one high Prieſt, for then Should Aaron have 
been as well as Melchiſedeck, a rype of Chriſts Kingly office. I an- 
ſwer, there is Prieſtly Prelacie and Government, as well as Princely ; 
They were under Aaron in the former regard, in which he was a sha» 


dow of Chriſt, * 
To the ſecond inſtance of Iernſalem ; wee deny the pro. 
Lo poſirion. Ir might be intended for a Head and Mother Church 


m regard of order, and yet not be a National church' ha- 
ving power over others : If it Should have been a Head, havin 

| wer accordingly, as it was. a Mother church, it should have 

| en Head to all rhe world. Secondly , we deny the Affump= 

| tion. . That the Apoſtles ever intended, that it should be a Head ro 

Chriſtian churches through Indea : as ir had been before under 

_ the High Prieft. Thar conſtitution was rypicall, and may bet- 

thr plead for an univerſall Chriſtian church, then for a Natio- 

» Secondly, there is not the leaft intimarion of Scripture rhis 

way- Thirdly , had rhis Divinity been known , the Fathers 

W t have ſuffered, thar it $hould have been made a Dioceſan 

. Church, and ſubjected ro Czſarez. To the Profillogilme. The 

= . 4 <urch which was ſo numberfome , rhar fir could nor meer or- 

©$.'* dinarily, aguld not bce a Parishionall. church. This was ſo. 
Cy] Ergo, &c. To _—— I anſwer. Thar which was by 

\ Inhabitants, who had fixum domicilium , ſo numberſome, thar it 

could not. meet, I grant it. Bur fo this was not ; by acci- 

dent often many others were there #2 eranſitu. Secondly , nay 

'Fe. read_that they did meer ordinarily , as is above-ſaid, and im 

t deliberation about which rhe church of Antioch did fend to 

them, as lrengws affirmcth, lib. 3. caps 124 Varverſam cam n—_ 
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Luke affirmeth the ſame. As for that of millions of Beleevers, it is 
certaine, they were not fixed members of this Church. For would 
Luke, who reckoneth the growth of them ro 5000. have concealed 
fo notable acceflions, whereby they ſay, they grew up to I know nor 
how many thouſands ; there 1s no likelihood. Whether therefore 
they were ſuch Beleevers as are mentioned, Tohn 2. or whether by 
occaſion of the Paſſeover, or Pentecoſt, or ſuch like feaſt, they were 
mn trmſitr, onely there for the preſent. How ever it is, there is no 
likelihood thar rhey were contin members of rhat Church. Ne- 
verthelefſe, ſay, they were more then could firly meer, yer mighr 
they be rollerared, as in one Congregation. The Apoſtles ſeeing 
ſuch rimes ro enſue , wherein many of them $hould tranſlare 
themſelves, and be diſperſed hither and thither. God ler- 
ring ir grow a while more ranke and aboundant then- ordi 
Churches are ro be, becauſe it was Eccleſia ſurculars, many of whoſs 
branches were to be tranſplanted in their rime. Yea, had there 
been five thouſand ſerrled members, we read of ſome ordinary/Aw- 
ditories, ſpoken ro by ordinary Paſtours,as great ;-as Chryſoſtorre on 
Math.24. doth ſignifie,ro his eſteeme they nught be 5000. that then 
heard his voice. o 
Touching the third inſtanee, As ro the firſt reaſon, The propoſition 
is denyed : be naming the reft of Achaza with them, doth no more 
fignifie the ſubjeCtion of all Achaians, then in the 1 Cormeh. 1. 2. 
naming all Saints in every place, doth fignifie rheir ſubjection. The 
ſecond reaſon, hath the cquell of rhe propoſition denied : for the 
contrary is rather true. He who without any note of difference.cal- 
lerh the Church of Corinth by the name of Achaia, he doth imply 
that it is bur one particular Church, equall with the other Churches 
in Achaza. Torhe third, the propoſition is againe denied, Thar he 
thar ſpeakerh of all the Churches as one, doth imply a Metropoli- 
ran Church. For by the firſt concluſion we may ſpeak of rhi 
not onely as they are apprehended. Apain, the Afſumprion is Falls: 
He ſpeakerh nor of them as one Church, bur as divers Churches in 
mod rho Bur iriSnamed and fer before others. Ergo, &9e. 
The, ſequell is againe denyed. For it may be named before 0- 
ther, becauſe ir is the moſt illuſtrious and conſpicuous Chuxch ; 
bur nor becauſe ir hath any power over other. Finally, it 15 r00 
_—_ rothink, that all in Achaza came to Corinth to- be inftru- 
ed and make rheir contributions, every-Church ufing the firft 
ef the week when they aſſembledro. make their collection! within? 
themſelyas. , 25.408 
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The fourth inſtance is Crete 3 where the "many Churches in that 
Tland fo full of Cirics are ſaid ro be one Church of Crcrte , whereot 
Titus was Bisghop. Thoſe manifold Churches which made bur one, 
whereof Titus was Bishop , thoſe were all orc Natiorall Church, 
But the Churches of Crete , as faith the ſubſcription, were ſo. Ergo. 
Anſ. The Propotition might be queſtioned on the ground above: but 
the Aſſumption is falſe ; proved by a ſubſcripricn, which is Ike his 
proofe , which was brought our of rhe Book aftcr the Revelation. 
me firſt, they are nor in = Syriack 'J«ſtament. Secordly, they are 
not thought of Antiquity arcienter then Theoderer. "Thirdly, the 
ſubſcription is falſe, and mcſt unlikely. For had Pau! written trom 
Nicopols, he would have wished Tits ro come to him to ON 
where he was for the preſent, and meant ro winter, rather then have 
{poken of it asa place frem which he was abſent, and whether he 
meant tO repaire. 

The fifth inſtance. Phil. 2. That Church, which was in the chiefe 
City of all Macedonia, —_ reeds be ar leaſt a Dicccian. Bur the 
Church of Philippi was ſo. - Ergo. This will prove an argument, 
when Churches muſt needs be conformed to the civill regencic of 
the Emperovr : his foure chiefe Governours called prefctts fretorir, 
his Preſidents or Provinces ur:der them, and infericur Judges, and 
Magiſtrartcs, under theſe in one City, and the regions of it. Bur this 
iSan errcur giving ercurd fo a Patriarchall and Oecumenicall 
Church, as well as a Proviaciall and Dioceſan. This rule of planting 
Churches, varieth at mans pleaſure : For the Romane Provinces . 
after the people of Rome gave vp their right to rhe Emperovr, were 
brought all into one, under one Head and Monarch, and Provin- 
ces have been divcrſly divided from time to time. Frem this Morar- 
chie aroſe the Popes Plea againſt rhe Greek Churches for his Qecu- 
menicall Soveraignty. What fcorme of Churches muſt we have a- 
mongſt them who r.cver received any ſuch goverrment,nay any go- 
vernment at all. If 1 were a Conformitent 1 { kould object other- 
wiſe for a Provinciall Church in Ph:lipps ; 3x. thus, Thar Church 

which had many Bit hops in it could not be Paril hionall nor Dioce- 
ſan, but Provinciall. For the Provinciall Church hath the Merropo- 
liran and Suffragan Bi hops in it,ard no other Bur Philippe had: fo, 
ErgoBur the Propotition 15 true orely when it 15 underſtged of Dio- 
ceſan Biſ hops,nort of Parit hicnall Bil hops. Again, Paul writeth not 
to the Biſ hops inthe Church, but !in theiCity. Now many Bi- 
ſhops are not in the Provinciall City, thongh many are ina Provyins 
cialt' Church. 
Now to come to the Churches of Aſia. I anſwer to the Propoſi- 
tion of the firſt Syllog. by diſtin&tion. One Church may conraine 


, 5 anexample doth containe 1n it a thing exemplified : or 
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aSa head Church doth Churches united in ſubjeCtion to ir. Thoſe 
Chanrches which conraine all other in the latter ſence, it is rrue, rhe 
were a: leaſt Dioceſan : bur in this ſence the aflumprion is x hw 
The ſame anſwer fitreth the Profillog. He that writing to thee, 
writethro all other by vertue of their ſubjectionall ſubordination, 
he dorh imply thar all others are contained in theſe as member 
Churches under one head. Bur he who writing to rheſe, writeth ro 
all other as exemplified onely in them, he doth nor imply any ſuch 
thing. Now this is naked, becauſe he writeth ro teven Chur- 
ches whereas this were ſupertluous, if Chriſt did intend his letter 
onely ro head Churches containing orher,, For then tive Churches 
Should have been written to onely, ſeging in them all, others were 
contained, as they ſay. For by law of this yirruall continency, Phila- 
delphia and Thyatira were included in 'rtwo of the other, viz. Sards, 
and Pergamus, which were their mother Cities. What needed he have 
named Thyatira, which by law of this virtuall continency did in- 
rend ro direct his letter onely to head Churches? Againe, the aſs 
ſumption is falſe : For he doth write principally ro the: ſeven, and 
ro all other Churches in Afia no further then he, writerh ro all rhe 
Churches in the world. "There was other Churches in Aſia, ſuch 
as were Coloſſe, Hierapolys , Treas, the Church at Miletum, and 
Aſſes, which rhe Centuries mention, which depended not on thoſe 
ſeven. If Colofſ and Hizrapolys were not, as Laodicea, re-edified 
when John did write rhe Kevelation , yer theſe. other Churches 
were then extant. Not to name Magneſia and Trales, the inde- 
| pendancy whereof is fully cleared whatſoever Doctour Downam 
objecterh. 

To the third reaſon ; from Chriſts manner of concluding his E- 
piſtles, it 1s anſwered by denying the affumprion. For Chrift 
doth not uſe the plurall number in reſpect of that one Church 
PR. 
ingſhis will thatithe members ot each ſingular Church should lay 
ro heart both ſeverally and joyntly, what: ever was ſpoken to them 
and ro others. 
| Now to come to the Eccleſiaſticall examples, as of Rome, 
and Alexandria , two hundred years after Chriſt. And firſt 
to anſwer the reaſon brought for their increaſe, ſuch as could 
not keep ſtill in a Parishionall meeting. The Propofition is nor 
of necetiary conſequence; for there were very extraordinary rea- 
ſons of that which was effected in the Church of Ieruſalem : 
From Chriſt himſelfe , from the reſidence of all rhe Apoſtles ; 
from the ſtare of the people there aflembled ; from the ſtare of 
that, Church; from, the rune in which theſe were done, _ 
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bur in reſpect of the ſeven collectively taken, it be- 
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had prayed for them particularly , ro which ſome attribute rhe 
miraculous converſion by Peters preaching. Apgaine, it was fir. 
that being now aſcended into his gloty , he should thete more abun- 
dantly-diplay his power, and more confpicuouſly fwallow up 
the ſcandall of his crofſe. Againe, this Church had the"fabour ct 
all the Apoſtles for-a time inir : whoſe care and induſtry 'We 'may 
San by their ordination of Deacons, 'that they might not be 
iftrated. Thirdly, the confluence and concourſe ro Teruſalem 
was of much people, who though explicirely rhey did nor be- 
leeve in Chriſt, yer had in them the faith of the Meſſiah, and 
therefore were neerer to the Kingdom of God then the common 
Heathen. The'ftare of this Church was ſuch, that it was to ſend 
our light to all other , a common Nurſery to the world. Finally, 
the rime being now, the beginning of planting thar heavenly 
Kingdom, ſeeing beginnings of things are difficult , no won- 
der if rhe Lord did reveale his arme more extraordinarily. Ir dorh 
not therefore follow from this particular , to rhe ſo great encrea- 
fing of theſe Churches in tract of time. Nay if theſe other churches 
had enjoyed like increaſe in their cog nings, it would nor follow, 
as thus. Thoſe Churches which within a Ro years had thus many ihe 
them, how number ſome were they many years after. Becauſe the grow- 
ing of things hath a Period ſer, after which, even thoſe _— 
which a great while encreaſed, do decreaſe and go down-ward, 
as 1t was 1n Jeruſalem. Nor to mention, that we deny the Afſump- 
tion. 

Bur rhough rhe Argument is but Topicall, and can bur breed an 
opinion onely , yet the teſtimonies ſeem irrefragable. Tertullian 
reſtifying that balfe the Citizens in Reme was Chriſtians. And Cer- 
nelius, that rhere was beſides himlelfe, and 45 Presbyrers, a number- 
ſome Clergie. 

I anſwer, That Tertulians ſpeech ſeemeth tro be ſomewhar 


| Hyperbolicall : for who can beleeve that more then halfe the Ci- 


tie, and world, after a fort, were Chriſtians. Bur he ſpeaketh this, 
and truely in ſome regard, becauſe they were ſo potent through 
the world, that if they would have made head they might have 
troubled happily their perſecurours. Or elſe he might ſay they were 
halfe of them Chriſtians, not becauſe there were ſo many mem- 
bers of the church ; bur becauſe there were ſo many who did 
beare ſome favour ro their cauſe, and were it as ſafe as otherwiſe, 
would nor ſtick ro rurne xo them. Bur Tertulian knew no Chur- 
ches which did not meet, having prayers, exhortarions, and mint 
ber all kindes of cenfures : If rhefefore there were more 
Churches in Rome in his me, it will make lirtle for Dioceſan 
chuwuyches, | 
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Touching Corfelius : we anſwer. It is not unlike but audirories were 

divided and tended by Preſ byreries. Cornelius keeping the Cathe- 
drall Church, and being ſole Biſhop of them: bur we deny that 
theſe made a Dioceſan church. For tirſt, rhe Catheilrall and Paro- 
chiall churches were all within the ciry, in which regard kheis faid, 
Officium Epiſcopi impleviſſe in ctvitate Reme. Neither was his church 
aS ample as the Province, which that of Fe/tcr/\imus ſufficiently reach- 
eth. Secondly, we fay that theſe Parochiall churches, were ro rhe m9- 
ther church, as chappels of eaſe are ro theſe churches #2 metrocomiy, 
they had communion with the mother church, going ro the ſame for 
Sacraments, and hearing the Word, and rhe Bif hop did,go out to 
them and preach amongſt them. For ſome of rhem were nor ſuch as 
had liberty of Baptizing, and therefore could'nor be ſevered from 
communion with the Head churci. 

Now to anſwer further, it is beyond 200 years for which our de- 
fence is taken. For there is reaſon why people which had been held 
together for 200 years as a congregation, might now 5o years after 
be exceedingly encreaſed. The Ecclefiaſticall ſtory norerh a moſt 
remarkable increaſe of the faith, now in the rime of Tulizz' before' 

Cornelius. Neither muſt we think that an Emperbur , as Philippus 
favouring the faith, did not bring on mulrirudes to the like orofeſ. 
fion. Secondly, we ſay, there is nothing in this of Cornelius which 
may nor well land, that the church of Rome , though now much 
increaſed, did nor keep together as one church. For the whole peo- 
pee are ſaid to have prayed and communicated .with the repentant 
iſhop, who had ordained Novatus : and we ſee how Cornelius 
doth amplifie Novatus his pertinacy : From hence, that none of 
the numerous Clergie, nor yer of the people, very greatand innu- 
merable , could rurne him, or recall him, which arguerh that rhe 
church was not ſo abundant , bur thar all the members of ir had 
union and communion , for the muruall edifying and reſtoring one 
of another. And I would faine know, whether the feven Deacons, 
ſeven Subdeacons, 42 Acolourhes, whether thoſe exorciftes, Lectors, 
Porters about 52 are ſo many, as might notbe taken up in, a Cons 
gregation of fifreenc or rwenty thouſand ? Surely the rime might 
well requize them , when many were to be fent forth ro do 
ſome part of miniſtery more privately. Not to name the errour of. 
the church in ſuperfluous multiplications of their Pref byters, ro 
vilifyjng of them, as they were ſuperflacus in the poinr of :rheir 
Deacons. here were 60 in the churclr af S5phia for the help of the 
Lirurgie- True it is, the congregation Coptd nivt bur be excce ding 
great, and might well be ca led in'a fidrinerinnumer able,rtho uy h it 
were but of a twenty thouſand people. Bur becauſe of that which 
bs repogeed touching diviion by Evariſtus, Hyginu , Dionyſi +. ul 
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Marcellinus, though there is no authenticke auther for itz neither is 
it likely in Hoſp1nzanus judgment» Let it be yeelded rhat there were 
ſome Parochiall diviſions, they were not many, and within the Cirie, 
and were bur as Chappels of caſe tothe Cathedrall or mother 
Church. 

Concerning the objections from the Churches of Belgia , or the 
low Countries, we deny the propoſition. For we cannot reaſon thus 
If many maſters, and diſtine formes of ſchollers, in one free Schvole , be 
but one ſchoele : then many _— and company of Schollers , ſevercd m 
many Schooles , are but one Schoole. Secondly. they haue communion 
in the communitie of their Teachers ,thangh nor in the ſame indi- 
uiduall word rended by them. Bur ir is one thing, when ſheep 
feed rogether in one common Paſture rhough they bite nor on 
the ſame indiuiduall grafſe : An other thing when now they are ten» 
ded in diverſe ſheepe gates. Not to yrge, that in the Sacra- 
ments and Diſcipline they may communucate as one congregati- 
ON. 

Touching the objection from Geneua : I anſwer to the propo- 
firion by diſtinftion. Thoſe who ſulnet themſelues to a Preſhytecie, 
As not bautmng power of governing themſclues with themſelues : as beins 
vnder it by ſubordination , theſe may in effeft , as well be ſubieft te a con- 

fiſtorte : But thus the twenty foure Churches of Genena doe not. They 
haue power of gouerning them ſelues, bur for greater edification 
voluntarily confiderare , not ro ufe nor exerciſe rheir power, but 
with muruall communication, one al king the counſell and conſent 
of the other in that common Pref byterie , Secondly, i is one thing 
for Churches ro tubiect rhemſelues ro a Bif hop and Confiſtorie 
Whereia they ſhall haue no power of ſufterage : Another thing to 
communicate with fuch a Pref byrerie , whercin themſelues "are 
members and judges with others. "Thirdly, fay they had no power 
nor were no members in that Preſ byrerie , yer 1t is one thing ro ſubs 
mit themſeclues ro the Gouerment of Ariſtocracie , anoth<r ro the 
Biſhops Monarchicoll gourement. For while his Pref byters are 
but as councellours to a king . rhouzh he confſulteth with rhe,” he 
alone Gouerneth. Geneua made this conſociarion, not as if rhe prime 
Churches were imperfect, and ro make one Church by this ynion: 
but becauſe though rhey were intire Churches. and had the power 
of Churches, yet they necded this ſupport in excrcifing of it, and 
that by this meanes the Miniſters and Seniores of ir mighrhaue come 
munion. Bur whar are all the 24 Churches of Geneua toone of our 
Dioceſan Churches * | / 3 

Now to anſwer the reaſons. The firſt of - them hath no 

rrue: the propoſition is denyed. For theſe Churches which had fuch 
Preſbyzers aud Deacons as the Apoſtles inftirured were Part 
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Parishionall, that is,ſo conjoyned thar they might and did meet in 
one congregation. The Doctour did confider the flendernes of ſome 
of our Parishes, and the nutnberſome Clerpie of ſome Cathedrall 
churches,bur did not conſider there may be Presbyreries much lefler, 
and congregations atmpler and fuller, and yernbne ſo bigge as *honld 
require that multitude he imagineth,nor made ſo little as might nor 
have Presbyrers and Deacons. What though fuch Major and'Alder- 
men as are in Londen Cahinor be had in every Town, yer fuch-a Fown 
as Cambridge may have fuch a Major and Aldermen as Cambridge at- 
fords,and the meaneft markerT own may have,though nor'in degree, 
yet in kinde like Governours. So 1s it in Presbyrers and orher Offi 
cers : the-miiltitude of Presbyters falling forth per acridens; not thar a 
Bishop is ever ro have a like nhumberſome Presbyrery, bus becauſe the 
_ is ſo nhmberſome thar aCtions liturgicall require more copi- 
ous afliſtance,and ſo wealthy, that it can well maintaine them. And 
beſide, becauſe of that Collegiate reaſon which wasfin them, rather 
then Eccleſiaſticall, which the Fathers had in their Presbyteries ; for 
the nurſing of. planes, which might be tranſplanted for ſupply of va- 
Cant 5 a. beg] ye was a point that the Apoſtles in planting chur- 
ches no whit intended. 

Tocome to the Aſſumption : But City-churches onely had a Bishop 
with Presbyters and Deacons. Anſw. Tirſt, not ro ſtand upon this, that 
S.Parl ſer no Bishops with Preſ byrers, bur Preſbyters onely, and 
they ſay Biſ hops were given, when the Pref byrers had brought the 
church ro be more numberſome, rhe afſumprion is falſe , thar City= 
eburches onely had them. For the Scripture faith, rhey planted them 
Church Ly Church,that is, through every church. Then every church 
had her Governours within her ſelfe,we muſt uſe as ample interpre- 
rations as may be. Contrarily,the ſence which arrogateth this ro one 
from the reſt, we cannor without evidence receiye it, in ambitioſis re- 

ftrifla interpretatio adhibenda eft..Eccleſia doth nor ſignifie any church 
withour difference, Pariſ hionall, Dioceſan,or Provinciall ; bur onely 
a Compaiy orderly aſſembling, nor #09616 but ixzavcria 1optpen xg1 
& g1oiry. Such a company therefore as congregate decently to fa- 
ered purpoſes is a church by tranſlation. Befides the indefinite is equi= 
yalent ro the univerſall, as, xyrs v2 iS x90 ing eur wid, ſo xgT ixxAy- 
ole iS xs I indertÞ ixx Ayn. Now their interpretation beggerh every 
thing without any ground. For when Presbyters may be taken bur 
.three waies:'dru/im, conjuntim, and diviſim and conjunttim : diviſim 
one Preſbyter in ane;another in another, conjunfim, divers Preſ by- 
xers in every church, neither of theſe will ferve their rurne, the larter 
onely ooing wave: for Scripture making rwo kindes of Preſbyrers 
withour which the-church cannot be governed, it is fire-ir did give of 
borh kindes ro every church they planted. Now they ſeeing up 
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churches in our times ro have many, and ſome one, conſter it bort 
waies Coll-ive,many Preſ byrers, and Singularly, one here and one 
there,and becauſe many Pref byters cannot be rhus placed in one 
frame of churches, imagine the church ro continue Parochiall and 
Dioceſan churches ? 

Bur they will not ſeem to moo withour reaſon ; the Scripture ſay 
they placed Ciry by Ciry Pref byrers,and therefore in ſuch churches 
as occupied Ciry,Suburbs and Countrey, which Pariſ hionall ones do 
not. Bur may nor a church of one congregation be in a City, with- 
our occupyinz limirs of City, Suburbs and Counzrey : and if Preſ- 
byters be placed in ſuch a church, may.they nor be ſaid ro be placed - 
in Ciries. Indeed if the Preſ byrers placed in Ciries were givenroall ' 
the people within ſuch bounds, the caſe were other ; bur rhe Ciry is 
not literally rhus ro be underſtood , bur metonymically from rhe 
church in the city. Neither was the church in the city, all within fuch 
bounds ; for the Saints of a place and church of a place, are all one 
inthe Apoſtles phraſe of ſpeech. As for thar which is. objectcd from 
Eccleliaſticall Hiſtory,ir iS rrue, thar in So_ of time, the Biſhop 
onely had a company of Preſbyters. Before, churches kept in one 
congrezgation,and had all their Pref byrers. Churches ſhould ſo have 
afterward been divided, thar all ſhould have been alike for kinde, 
though in circumftanriall excellency ſome were before other. Whar 
a groſle thing is it ro imagine, rhar the firſt frame the Apoftles did 
erect was not for poſterity to jmitrare ? A fitter example then torake 
out of rhe cuſtome of Mezropoles, who ſending our their swex{us Or 
Colonizs, do uſe to reſerve ſome caſes in civill juriſdidtion over then, 
which the ſtate of later churches did expreſle. 
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WHETHER CHRIST ORDAINED BY 
humſelte, or by his Apoſfles, any ordinary Paſtours, as 
our Bishops, having both precedency of 
order, and majority of power 
above others. 


pF: E will follow the ſame method: Firſt, ſerting down 
sf the arguments for it,with anſwers to them : Se- 
condly,the arguments againſt it : Thirdly, lay 
down concluſions. The arguments for it are : 
Firſt, taken from Scripture : Secondly,from pra- 
Ctiſe of the Churches: Thirdly,from reaſon evin» 
Cing the neceſfiry of it. 


The firſt Argument. 

o_ n= the —_ y-_ inſtirured, the = of Chrifts ordai- 
king.Bur the hply Ghoſt is {aid ro have placed Bishops, A&s 20. Ergo, 
Bikope are * Chriſts ordaining. : , X 

Anſwer. We deny the aſſumption : viz. Thar thoſe Presbyters of 
Epheſw were Dioceſan Bishops. Ir is moſt plaine they were ſuch who 
did Commun conſilzo rend to the feeding and government of the 
Church ; ſuch Bishops whereof there might be more then one in one 
Congregation. The common glofle reterrerh to this place,that of Te- 
7om : that at firſt Presbyters did by common councell governe rhe 
Churches. Yea D.Downam dgth count Epheſus as yer ro have had no 
Bishop , who was ſent unto them after Pans being at Rome, as he 
thinketh. And others defending the Hierarchie , who think him ro 
Have {poken to Bishops, do judge that theſe words belong not r0 
Presbyrers, bur are ſpoken in regard of others together then preſent 
with them,to wit,of Tyncthy, Sofipater, Tychicus, who, ſay they, were 
three Bishops indeed; bur that he ſpeakerh of theſe who mdeed were 
an company,is quite belides the text, _ 
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The ſecond, Argumens: | - - ag. 
Such Paſtors as the ſeven Angels Chriſt ordained. Bur tuck werc 
Dioceſan Bishops. Ergo. The aſſumption proved.. Thoſe who 
were of ſingular preheminency amongſt other Paſtours, and had 
corrective power over all others in their churches, they were Di6- 
eefan Bishops. Bux the Angels were ſingular perſons in every 
church, —_ potainatgy _ jority- of 
er. Evrpo, y were Dioce ishops. Umption 15 
Tok. Thoſe who were shadowecd by ſeven ſingular Starres, were 
even ſingular perſons. Burt the Angels were ſo. Ergo. Againe , 
Thoſe to whom onely Chriſt did write, who onely bare the praiſe, 
diſpraiſe, rhreatning, in regard of whar was in the church amiſſe, or 
otherwiſe : they had Majority of power above others. Bur theſe 
Angels are written to onely, they are onely praiſed , diſprailed , 
threatned. ErgiySe: frſtSyllogilemes the a ak 
Anſw. 1. In the rwo umes umption 15 . 
Secorat , in the firſt Proſyllogilme rhe conſequence of rhe _ 
firion is denyed. Thar they muſt needs be ſeven _— or 
ſeven ſingular Starres may fignifie ſeven Unites, fingular or 
aggregative : ſeven pluralites of perſons who are ſo united as if 
they were one. And it is frequent.in Scripture ro note by a unity, 
a united multirude. Thirdly, the conſequence of rhe p_— of 
the laſt Proſyllogiſme is denyed. For though we should ſuppoſe fir. 
gular perſons written to, yet a preheminency in order and greater 
* authority, without Majority of power, is reaſon enough why they 
Should be written to fi ly, and blamed, or praiſed above other. 
Thus the Maſter of a C e, though he bave no negative voice, 
ight be written to, and blamed for the miſdemeanours of his Col- 
, not that he hath a power over-ruling all : but becauſe fuch is 
his dignity,that did he do his endevour in deali uly, and perſwa» 
ding others, there is no diſorder which he _ 4 ce redreſſed. 
Fourthly, the aſſumprion may be deny Lois > mos 
written to.For though they are onely named, yer the whole chnrches 
are written ro in them ; the fuper-eminent- member of rhe Church 
by a Synecdoche pur for the w hole church. For it was the cuſtome 
in the Apoſtles times, and long after, that nor any fingular 'perſons, 
bur the whole churches were written unta, as in Pauls Epiſtles is ma» 
nifeſt, and in many examples Eccletaſticall. And that this was done 
by Chet here, the Epiphonemags46&fttfie. Ler every one- Beaje what 
7 Spirit ſpeakgth to th Churches. ec - ' r" 4: 
The thixd Argument. 
_ Thoſe whom the Apciiles ordained, were of Apoſtolicall inſtitu» 
-non.. Bur they ordauucy bishops. Ergo. The aflumprion is proved 


by c = 


wo 
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Firſt , rhey ordained Tames Bi hop of Teruſalem preſently after 
Chriſts-aſcention: - Ergo. They ordained Bishops. This is teſtified 
by Euſebius,l1b.2. Hiſto.cap. x. our of Cle: and Hegeſippus : yea that 
the Churctthe fare in, was reſcryed to hi; rime,/ib. 7. cap.19. and 32. 
This our own Aurhour erom peſtifieth, C.rtalog.Script. Epiph. ad heret. 
66. Chryſoſt. in Az. & 33. Ambroſ. in Galath. x. g. Dorotheus m 
Syoprſe. - Auguſt. conta Creſ. lib.2, cay. 37. rhe Generall Councell of 
Con: in Trull.cap.32. For though he could nor receive power of 
order,yet might give him power of juriſdiction,and afligne him 
his Church. So rhar though he were an Apoſtle, yer having a fingu- 
lar afſignarion. and ſtaying here rill dearh, he might juſtly be called 
the Bishop,as indeed he was. If he were nor the Paſtour, whom had 
for their Paſtour. | 
' Secondly, thoſe ordinary Paſtours who were called Aprftles of 
Churches in compariſon of orher Bishops and Presbyrers ; they were 
in order and majority of power before other. , But Epaphrodstus vras 
the Apoſtle of rhe Philepinns, though rhey had other called Bi- 
Shops, Chap. x. 14. Ergo. The Afſumprion ; that he is ſo called, as 


their emunent Paſtour, 1s manifeſt by authorities. Terom .mm Phil. 2. . 


Theed. and Chryſoſt. on the ſame place. Neither is it like this facred 
appropriate name Should be given ro any in regard of meere ſend- 
ing hither or thither. Yea this, that he was ſent, did argue him there 


Bishop : for when the Chnrches had to ſend any where, they did uſi> - 


ally intreat their na 
irdly, Archippus they inſtirured ar Colofſe. Ergo. Ss 
_ Fourthly, Timorly and Tie were nftiraed Bixhoys, the Ve of 
Epheſus, the other of Crete. Ergo* The Antecedent is proved 
thus. Thar which is celhurotel in their Epiſtles, is true. Bur 
it is preſuppoſed that they were Bishops in theſe Churches. Er- 
0. 
poſe ro have had Epiſcopall authority given them to be exerciſed 
mn thoſe Churches, they are - preſuppoſed ro have been ordained 


Bishops there. Bur the __ preſuppoſe' them ro have had Epile ]. 
r 


copall aurhoriry given rhem to be exerciſed in thoſe Churches. 
Ergo. The Aſſumprion proved. ' x. If the Epiftles' written to Tr- 
mothy and Titus, be the Parrernes of the Epiſcopall function, infor+ 
ming them, and. in them. all Bishops, then they were 1 Bishops. 
Bur rhey,are. ſo. Ergo. 2. Again, whoſoever preſcribing to. Ti- 
anothy and Titys their duties as Governours in thefe Churches, doth 
preſcribe the very dutie of Bishops, he doth preſuppoſe rhem Bi- 
Shops. Bur Paul doth fo : For whar is the office of a Bighop tbe- 

| ; way - 


lariry .of prehemj | majorjry of in 
other. Now thefe are the things which thoy haye.in charge. Tit 


eAſſumprion proved. Thoſe whom the Epiſtles preſup- - 


| « L+ Fs ; 
L Tt. 


| 
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1iTim.$.22. 1 Tim-1-3,11. 2 Tim.2.-16. Ergo. 3+ Thole things 


. which were written to informe not onely Timothy and Titus, but m1 


them all their Succefſours who were Dioceſan Bishops, thoſe were 
written to Dioceſan Bithops. Bur theſe were ſo. Ergo, to Dio» 
ceſan Bighops. Now that Dioceſan Bishops were their ſucceſſenrs, 
is proved. 1. Either they, or Presbyters, or Congregations. 'Nor 
the latter. 2- Againe, ] hoſe who did ſucceed rhem were their ſuc- 
ceſſours. Bur Dioceſan gs did. © Ergo. The Affumprion is 
manifeſt by aurhorities. In Epheſus frem Timothy to Se m 
the Councell of Chalcedon. And in Crete, though no one is read 
to have ſucceeded. yer there were Bishops Dioceſan, And we read 
of Philip Bishop of Gortina the Metropolis 4 Thoſe who were 
ordinarily - reſident, and lived and died at theſe Churches, were 
there Bisghops. Bur Timothy was bid abide here, Titus to-ſtay 
ro correct all things, and they lived and died here. For Timothy it 1s 
teſtified by Hegrſippus, and Clement and 7 our of them, whom 
who ſo refuſe ro beleeve, deſerve themſelves no beliefe. Ergo, 
They were there Bishops. 
Again, Jerem. im Cat. Iſidorus de vita £5 morte Sand. , Antonius, par. 
x. Tit.6. cap.28. Niceph. l1b.10. cap.11. theſe do depoſe, that they 
tived and ded there. Further, to prove them Bishops. $5. Their 
function was Evangeliſticall and extraordinary. or ordinary ; not the 
firſt ; that was ro end. For their function as aſſigned to theſe Chur- 
ches, and conſiſting eſpecially in ordaining and juriſdiction, was not 
ro end. Ergo. Aflumprion proved. 'That function which was ne- 
ceſſary®© the being of the Church, was not to end. But the functi= 
on they had as being aſſigned to certaine Churches, is neceffary ro 
the being of the Church. Erge, £&c, 6 Finally, that which Anti- 
uity reſtifieth, agreeing with Scriprure, is true. Bur they reſtifie 
x ws they were BiShops, which the {ubſcriprions *of the Epiſtles alſo 
affirme. Ergo. Evſebims lib.g. cap.4. Dyoniſ. Areepag. Doroth. m Sy» 
nopſt. Ambroſ. prom. m 1 Tim.1. lerom. 1 Tim. 1- 14. 2 Tim. 4. m 
Catalog. Chryſ«ſiem. im Philip. 1. Ep1th. in Her. 5. Primaſ. prefat. in 


_ 1 Tim.1.1. Thecd. Prefat. m Tit. Occum. Sedulins. 2 Tims 1. as it 1s ſaid 


in the Book of Hiſtories. Greg./{:b.2. cap. 12. Theoph. mm .Ej heſ.4. Nie 
ceph.l1b.2. cap. 34- 


; Anſwer. 

We deny the Afferrprion of the firſt Sylogiſme, with all the in- 
ftances brought to preve it. ; 

Firſt, for James,v © dery ke v as orcained Bitkop,%or that it can be 
proved frem antiquity, that be was riore then cther Apcſtks. Thar 
which Exſebiv reportcth, is grounded Gu C/enent, when we know 
to be a forged magnifier of Romush crders, and in this Rory Fe derh 

PIT F 2 ſeeme 
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ſeeme to imply, that Chriſt should have ordained Peter, Tohn, and 
Iames the greater, Bishops. Seeing he maketh theſe ro have ordai= 
ned Lanes after they had gor of Chrit the _—_ degree of dig» ' 
niry, which theſe forged deceitfull Epiſtles of Anaclerus do plainly 

- Secondly, as the ground t> ſuſpeted ; fo the phraſe of 
the Fathers, Calling him the Bishop of that Church, doth not unpl 
that he-wasa Bishop properly ſo called. The Fathers uſe rhe wor 
of Apoſtols and Epiſcopi amply,nor in their ftrict and formall propric- 
ty. Jerom on the firſt ro the Galathians, and in his Epiſtle ro Dama- 
ſus, affirmerh that rhe Prophets and Ichn the Bichop mighr be cal- 
led Apoſtles. So many Fathers call Ph:/ip an Apoſtle, Clem. 5. Caef. 
cap. 5. Euſeb. lib. 3 cope Tertul. de Bape. cap.$. and others. In. like 
manner they call the Ap6Rtles Bishops ; nor in propriety of ſpeech, 
bur becauſe rhey did fuch rhings as Bishops do, and in remaining 
here or there made reſemblance of them. Thus Peter, Pan!, Tohn, 
Barnabas , and all the reſt, are by the Ancients call:d Bishops. 
ObjeR. This is granted rrue, touching others, bur nor in this inſtance 
of Tames : becauſe it is ſo likely and agreeable ro Scripture, as well 
as all other Story ; that when all the reſt of the Apoſtles departed 
our of Ieruſalem , he did ſtill abide with rhem even ro death. An- 
fwere , though this be bur very conjeCturall, yer ir nothing 
bertereth the cauſe here. Ir followerth nor, He did abide wirh 
this Church. Ergo, he was the proper Biſhop of this church. For- 
not abiding in one church dorh make a Bishop : bur he muſt ſo a- 
bide in it, that he muſt from the power of his office, onely - be bound 
to reach'that church : Secondly, ro teach it as an ordinary Paſtor of 
it : 'Thirdly,to governe it with a Power of juriſdiction, limited onely 
to that church. Bur Iames was bound to the reſt of rhe Circum- 
cifion by his Office. as they should from all the world reforr rhither. 
Secondly, he did not reach but as an Embaſſadaur extraordinarily 
ſent from Chriſt , and infallibly led by bus Spirit into all rrath. 
Ergo, net as an ordinary Bishop. Thirdly , as the reſt in what Pro- 
vinces ſoever they reſted, had not their juriſdiction diminished, bur 
had power occaſionally, as well where they were not, as-where xh 
were; ſoit was with lames. This might happily make the braſs 
to be more ſounded out of Iames, that he di d in this rnd ove 
of reſiding, more nearely expreſfſe an ordinary Paſtour then any 
ether. Ir 1s plaine, Antiquity did hold them all Bishops, and ga- 
ther them ſo ro be, a Priori 69 Poſtertors : the Authour de queſt.ver. 
& nov. Teſt. cap. 97. Nemo ignorat Epiſcopos ſalvatorem Ecclefin in- 
ſtatuſſe pruuſquam aſcenderet ; umponens manu Apoſtoly , ordinauis eos 
m Epiſcopus. Neither did they thinke them Bishops becauſe they 
ceciared a limired juriſdiction of any church ; bur becauſe they 
were enabled to do all thoſe things which none but Bishops - = 

| | "Soon 
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—uirgus (a Oecum. cap. 22. in Att. Tris robe noted, ſairh he,that 
Paul and Barnabas had the dignity of Bi : for they did not 


| make Bishops onely, bur Presbiters alſo. Now we muft conſter 


the Ancient, as taking them onely — ro haye 

ishops,or elſe we muſt judge rhem ro domed mind, 
Thar the Apoſtles had both an extraordinary Legars moft ame 
ple power of reaching and governing furing hereto, as alſo the or- 
dinary office of Bishops and Paſtors with power of reaching and go- 
verning, ſuch as do effentially and muniſterially agree ro them 
which indeed D * Downam 'himſelfe confureth, as Popiſh, and nor 
without reaſon, though while he'doth ftr'u2 ro haue Lanes both :an 
= ogg and a bighop properly, himlel/e doth confirme it nor a 
irle. 

wherefore it will nor be vnprofitable ro shew ſome reaſons why 
the Apoſtles neither were.nor might be in borh theſe callings. 

Firft, Thar which might make vs doubt of all their teaching and 
writing, is to be hifſed forth as a moſt daugerous aſſertion. "Bur ro 
make Iames, .and fo any of them, haue borh theſe offices in proprie tie 
might make vs doube. Ergo The affumprion proved thus. Thar which 
doth ſet them in office of reaching, liable ro errour, when they teach 
from one office, as well as infallibly *directed with a rule of infalli- 
ble deſcerning, when they reach from the other, thar doth make vs 
ſubje&t ro doubting in all they reach and write. Bur his opinion 
doth ſo Erzo. 'The propoſition is, For ought I fee,of necefſarie 
truth, the afſumprion no leſle rrue. For if there be any rule ro di- 
re&t Lanes infallible, as he was formally the ordinarie Biſhop of Te- 
raulalem, ler vs heare it, if there were none, may nor I queſtion, whe - 
ther all his reaching and writing were nor fubject ro errour, For if 
he raughr them as an ordinary biſhop, and did write his Epiſtle fo , 
then certainly it might erre. If he did not reach rhem fo, then did 
he not that he was ordained to, neither was he properly an ordina- 
= _— bur raught as an extraordmar ie Embaſſadour from 

TIT. 

Secondly, Thoſe offices which can nor be exerciſed by one, bur 
the one muſt expell the other, were never by God conioyned in one 
pon + Burtheſedoeſo: Eryo. The affumprion is manifeſt , 

cauſe it is plaine, none can be called ro reach as a legar exrraordina- 
rie, with infallible afſiſtance, and vnlimired juriſdiction, Bur he 1s 
made yncapable of bei had cas Chnch, wal an Ot» 
dinarie with juriſdiction limited ro rhar one Church. A- 
gaine, one can no ſooner be called ro doe rhis, but ar leaſt the exer- 
eiſe of the other is ſuſpended; Thirdly, that which is rono end, is 
not to be thought vo be ordained by God. But rogive one an or» 
Slitarie authortie whereby 7 doe this ox thatin a Chusch;who _ 
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had a higher and more excellent power of office,wherby to do thoſe 
{ame things inthe ſame Church, is rono end. Ergo. 

Objeft, Bur it will be denyed that any orher power of order,or to 
reach*and-adminifter Sacraments was given, then that he had as an 
_ ;\ but onely juriſdiction or right to this Church as his 

ch 


Anſwer. To this I reply, firſt. thatif he had no new power 
of order, he could not be an ordinary Bishop properly and for- 
mally ſo called. Secondly, I ſay power of governing ordinary was 
nor needfull for him, who had power as an Apoftle in any Church 
where he Should come. . Objce. Bit it was notin vaine, that 
aſſignation he $should have right to reſide in this Church as-tus 
Church. Arnſier. If by the muruall agreement in which they 
were guided by the Spirit, it was thought meer, that Tames Should 
abide in Teruſalem , there tending both the Church of the Jewes , 
and the whole Circumciſion, as. they by occaſion reſorted thither, 
then by vertue of his Apoſtleship he had no leſſe right to tend 
thoſe of the Circumciſion by reſiding here, then the other had righr 
ro do the ſame in the. Provinces »through which they walked. 
Pur rhey did think it meet that he Should. there tend thar- Church, 
and with 'that. Church all the. Circumcifion*, as they occaſional! 
reſorted thereto. . Ergo. : For though he was aſſigned ro reſide 
there, yer his Apoſtolique Paſtoral! care was as Iolms and Peters, 
rowards the whole. multirude of the diſperſed Jewes- Galath. 2. 
Now if it were affigned ro him - for his abode, as he'was an 
Apoſtolike Paftour, whar did he need affignation under any other 
title. Nay he could not have ir ocherwile + afſigned , unlefſe we 
make him to ſuſtaine another perſon, viz. of an ordinary: Paſtor, 
which he could not be, who did receive no ſuch power of order, as 
ordinary Paſtors have. | 

Fourthly , that calling which he could not exerciſe without 
being much abaſed , that hee never was ordained unto, as a 
paint of honour for him. Burt he could nor exerciſe the calling 
of an. ordinary Bishop , bur hee mi.ſt be abaſed. Hee muit 
be bound by Office to meddle with authority ard juriſdicti- 
on bur in one Chnrch, he muſt reach as an ordinary man, lia- 
ble to errour. Ergo, hee was never ordaired to be a Bishop 
properly. If it be Sacriledpe to redvce a Bixkop ro the degree 
of aPresbyter, whats it ro bring an Apcfile ro the depree of a 
Bichop ? Trueit is, he might have been affigned to reſide con- 
-> pa in that Church withcur travelling, and bee no whit aba- 
fed : Eur then ke muſt keep” there as Paſtor of it, with Arcſtolicall 
authority , caring nct for that Church, - but the whole -nums 
Cer of the Jeyes, which be might Co without travelling. Ri 4 
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cauſe who ſo keeped in that Church . hee did not nieed to go 
forth as the reſt ; for the Jewes from all parts come to him. 
Bur he could not make his abide in it as an ordinary Teacher 
and Governour, without becomming many degrees lower then he 
was. For to live without going forth, in the Mother Church of all 
the world, as an ordinary Paſtor, was much lefle honour then to tra- 
vaile as Peter one while into Aſiyria, another while through Pon- 
tus, Galatia, Bithyna, as an Apoſtle. Even as to fit at home in wor- 
Shipfull private place is lefſe honourable then to goe abroad 'as Lord 
Embaſſadour hither or thither. Honour and eaſe are ſeldome bed- 
fellows. Neither was Iames his honour in this circumſtance of the 
reſt, bur in having ſuch an honourable place wherein to exerciſe his 
Apoſtolike calling. As for that queſtion, who was their ordinary 
Paſtor, it is cafily anſwered ; Thew Presbyrers, ſuch as Linus or Cle= 
mens in Rome* ſuch as Epheſus and other ches had. Iames was 
their Paftor alſo, bur with extraordinary authoriry. Whar needed 
they an ordinary Bishop, which grew needfull (as the favourers of 
the Hierarchie lay) je ſupply rhe abſence of Apotftles, when now 
they were todeceaſe ? r needed then here an ordinary Bishop, 
where the Apoſtles were joyntly. to keepe rwelve yeares together, 
and one to reſide during his lite , according to the current of the 
tary. Thus much abour the firſt inſtance. 

To the ſecond inſtance of Epaphroditus, and the argument drawn 
from. it. Firft, we deny the propoſition. For had ſome ording- 
Paſtors been ſo ſtiled, ir mighr imply bur a preheminency of 

igniry in them above other : wherefore unlefle rhis bee interſer- 
= ris unſound, viz. Thoſe ordinary Paſtours, who are called Apo= 
files in compariſon of others , becauſe the Apoſtles did give \to them 
power of ordination, juriſdittion, and peereleſſe p_—_ which they 
did not give to others, they are above %thers. Secondly , the Afſump= 
tion is falſe alrogether : Firſt, thar Epaphrodirus was an ordinary 
Paſtour : y, that he was called an Apoſtle in compariſon of 
inferiour Paſtours of rhat Church. Ob. Bur he fukgmmens of Terom, 
Theoderet, Chryſoftom, is that he was. Anſw.The common judgement 
is, thar he was an egregious reacher of theirs, bur further then this, 
many of the teſtimonies do nor depoſe. Now fo he might be: for 
he was an Evangeliſt; and one who had viſited and laboured among, 
them, and therefore 7 ky called rheir teacher, yea an egregious 
teacher, or Doctor of Nay, S. Ambroſe doth plainly infinu- 
are, that he was an Evangeliſt: for he faith he was made their Apo- 
ftle by the Apoſtle, while he fenr him to exhoxt them, and becauſe 
he was a good man, he was defired of the people. Where he maketh 
ems = des gg pars them, bur for the 

#afient exhorting cf them, and maketh tum fo ves an ts 
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pliable ro one, who 25 an E it did Arie ray as tO any Os 
plainly rake him to have been as rheir ordinary 
bishop, burne otherwiſe then Twmerhy and Tirus,and other Evange- 
liftes are ſayd to have been biſhops: which how true iris, in the next 
. argvment ſhall bee-diſcuffed. For even Theodorer doth take him to 
have been ſuch an Apoſtolick perſon as Timerhy and Titus were . 
Now theſe were as trvely called biſhops as the A themſelves, 
Neither is the rule of Theodoret to be admirred: for it is ynlike thar 
the name of Apoſtle ſhould be communicated then with ordinarie 
Paſtors, where now there was danger of confounding thoſe eminent 
miniſters of Chrift with others, and when now the Apcftles- were 
deceaſed, that then itſhould ceaſe to be aſcribed rorhem. Apgaine,, 
how ſhall we know thar a bishop is ro be placed in a cirre, that hee 
muſt be a perſon thus and thus (according ro Pauls Canons) quali- 
fied: all is voided and made not to belong ro'a biſhop. For thoſe who 
are called Biſhops were Preſbyrers and no Biſhops, Biſhops being 
then to be vnderſtood onely vnder the name of Apottles and Angels, 
Thirdly Antiquiri e doth reftifie, that this was an honour ro Biſhops , 
when this name was Eccleſiafticaly a riated ro them, Bur if 
they ever had beene termed by the name of ApoRles before, this had 
been a debaſing of them. Neither is there reaſon why ſhould 
be called Apoſtles, in juriſdiction Apcoſtolical the Apoſtels were 
not ſucceeded, Iuriſdiqion vm ey never exerciſed nor had 
and therefore could not be ſucceeded in it. The Apoſtles gave to 
Preſbyrers: thar which -Chrift gaue rbem our of his power, even the 
power of ordinarie gOVErnmenr. They are bid 731 Keinuy, and 
810xwun, to feed, as well ——_— as dodtrine, They are bid 
not to play the Lords over the flock. Whar feare of ryrarwye where 
A —_— t * Burlay authorities aſide, conſider 
wo om the rext it ſelfe. Firſt, Pa] feemerh. but: occaſionallie - 
ro ſend 0g nar Xo ur to have ſent Timothy, who as yer 
could not be imployed. I rhonght it neceſſarre to ſend Epaphrodrtus 
to. you, . Secondly, he doth emplie, that Epaphrodieus had nor 
Terurned to them, bur that he ſent him: and that therefore he was 
not the ordinarie bj of ir, Ir 1S like, he was bur fent rill Time- 


thy .mighr be difj to them. Neither is it any thing probable / 


he ſhould be called an Apoſtle, as their- ordinarie and cminent Pa- 


ſtor . In the Scriptures, none are ſayd to be Apoſtles further then they - 
are in habirude ro ſome ferding "ky pris undoubred, the 
Philippians had ſent him to Par/, It is then moft probable: when he is 


d 
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called their Apaiile iris in regand be wes { ſent by themy which the 


Apoſtle pointeth ar in the nexr words, w riſtred to me the 
_ ary lar you. ſent by bum, Oh is. help char 
ly. Thor EEE, rang ab fre 
0, ! " 
"oe Seeks les 
nor 
als Im 13 PIs 
Chill mean «cf ova. who 


; ow lee goe from Cinco 


Fo the inane of chin _ finde it not urged. 
Now to come tothe laſt mftances of Timechew and Titus, 
Firſt, we deny the Antecedenr, rhat they were infticured Bishops 
y Paul. And: inthe firſt Profi 2 no 0 
that the Egiſtles do prefuppeſe ſa much. And to the 
ingio rove this cis aero ed, we anſwer : Firſt, to rhe propo= 
fmon, by diftu Tt the Epiſcopall authority , which is conb- 
tw 


dered both in regard 15 materiall, and in regard of rhe 
pr ve np pr erat tO it» i ANERIIR Ss: utt- 
gerfanding i authori theſe regar $; thoſe who are pre = 

to haye had piſcopall given them, borh for rhe 
f of it, and the formal reve doth agree to —— 


erdinary Bishop, t : burthis. is 
For yy ave > ee» fg Te _—_— OXEre) power Epi 

the materiall of it , as Apoſtles had alto ; bur nor re haveand ar 
ciſe in that manner and formallity which doth agree ro" a Biaho 
bur which doth agree to an Evangeliſt, and therefore they are 
yuan yoo trig, worn Lc 

as B. Pa 

10 Tomerby to do in Epheſut, of tO Tuw in Crece,which bimſelFpro- 
ſent in perſon might nos, and would fioz have done. If werthould 
Cn onthe: He who did exerciſe Epiſcopall power in thete 


C _—_— + oqy dren marndroengy in - This 

þ- 6c nkoagle on with. limitation : He who I _ 
| aBishop, be was Bixhop ; ; barn bees exc the 
pow 


/ 
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aham rationem £5 modum ; viz. after ſuch a manner, 

7%" =>" => AR 
To the ſecond maine proofe, we deny rhe propoſition. If pat- 
rernes: for Bishops ; then wrirten ro Bichops. The- reaſon is, Apo- 


' les, Evangeliits, ordinary Paſtors, have many things conunon in 


their adminiftrarzon. Hence js it, that the example of rhe one may” 
be a patrerne- to another, though rhey are not 1dentically'and for- 


Pt" i of one calling. Councels have enjoyned all Presbyters to be 
we 


ll ſeen in-rheſe Epiſtles, as being partrernes for them, Vide Auguſt. 


De dotr.Chrift.cap,16.15b.4. 


To the third reaſon. ho "76 ares them their duties doth pro- 
poſs the very dures of Bishops , he ban them to have” been Bishops. 
Propoſirion is not true without a double. limitation. If rhe A- 
poſtle Should propoſe ſuch duties of Bishops as they -in later rumes 
uſt , he dorh nor therefore. preſuppoſe them Bishops, becauſe 
theſeare duties of Evangeliſts; agreeing ro Bishops anely by ufur- 
pation. Again, chonll | he propoſe rhoſe duries which ſay they , 
tae Word doth aſcribe and appropriate ro Bishops, yer if he do nor 
preſcribe them as well in regard of matter as forme exerciſed by 
them, it will not follow that he doth rake them for Bishops : nor 
thar Paul doth propoſe the very duties of Bishops, both: in ſubſtance 
and manner of performance. Secondly, we deny him to- propoſe 
for ſubſtance the duties of Bishop,. For he doth not bid him or- 
daine, as having a further Sacramentall power then other Miniſters, 
nor governe with power directive and corrective over others: This 
exceedeth the bounds of all miniſteriall power. Thirdly, Timothy 
15not bid to lay on hands, or do any other act, when now-Churches 
were conſtirured, but with concurrence of thoſe Churches ; ſalvo uni- 
uſcupuſque Ecdleſie jure, the Apoſtles did net otherwiſe. For thous 
Paul wrote to him alone, that was becauſe he was occupied not 
in Churches ly framed, bur alſo in the erecting and framing 
' of others. Secondly, becauſe they were in degree and dignity above 
all other ordinary Governours of the Church, which rheir ul- 
_ preheminence was ſufficient , why they Should be writren-t0 
one 


Torhe fourth reaſon : Thoſe things which were written to mforme; 
not onely Timothy and Tirus, but all ther Sncceſſours, who were Duceſan 
be Propgf were cwriteen to Dioceſan Bishops. But theſe were ſo. Ergo. 
The firion is nor true, becauſe ir pockuppole thar nothing 
&Trirtea to any perſons, can anforme Dioceſan Bi , unleſſe rhe 
pn whom ir is written be formally -in thar ſelfe-ſame order. 

or if one Apoſtle should write to another -rouching rhe Apb- 


Rolique, it might informe any Do&tor orPaſtor whatſoever. | _- 
dy, wedeoy Dioceſan; Bighops are ( de pure) Succellpurs: As for the 
4s ; E£qui- - 
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equivocall Catalogue which makerh all who are read —_—_ to have 

been Dioceſan, we $hall' ſpeak of rhem hereafter. The Bithops be- 
rween Timothy and Stephan in the time of the Chalcedon Conncell, 
were not all of one'cur:! and there are no Churches read in Crete 
which were not Congrepgarions.” There is no more to prove Philip of 
Gortina a + 7 ro prove 1ynatizs Metropolitau of Syr74. 
For what doth Story relate . but that Philip was among other a 
Bishop of rhoſe Churches which were in Crete, There are many 
Churches in England, a Miniſter of which Churches is fuch an one. 
that is one Miniſter amongſt others of rhoſe Churches. To that ot 
their refiding rhere,and dying in rheſe Churches.- Firſt, the 


at ; yer this doth not argue it; thar he was enjoy - 
cauſe Paul did exhort him, for he would well have known, he might 
nor, being their ordinary Paſtour leave rhem, further then the more 
Important good of the Church Should oecafion. 2. He is bid to ſtay 
there, not finally, bur rill the Apoſtle should come ro him, which 
though he mig hr be delayed, it's plaine he then-intended. So-Titus 
is placed in Crete, not to ſtay there,and fer down his reſt, but' bwi#ioge 
ddedes, further ro ſer,as it were,and exedifie the Fabrick, which Park 
had begun. God gave ceremonies wygl eiger aghurres: Bibghnrig, 
isnot ever a correcting of any thing amiſſe, bur a ſertling every 
thing right, by erecting the ſubſtance foreshadowed: Bur ſay it were 
corr ,it were bur ſuch a correction as one might pertorme in 
wanſity, with a little longer ſtay, though not ordinary: refidence. By 
Scri ahe contrary is maniteft. 
or rſt, it.is not like that Trmcrby was placed Bishop after Pauls 
being ax Rome ; for when Paul ſaith he prayed him,when now he was 
going ro Macedonia, to ſtay at Epheſus, he doth intimate thar when 
efr him they were there both rogerher.” Secondly , when 
he wished him to abide there , he had a meaning to come unto Ti- 
mothythirher where he- left him , ſo as ar: leaſtto callon him , and 
ſee the Church, Bur Pau! after. his ing :fram the ers 
knew he Should never: ſee the - Ep more., As 20. 'It we 
fay he doth forerell ir for likely , ſo we may ſay, tharof Wolves 
arifing was, and call all into queſtion. Neither is ir likely, bur thax 
xeares would have broke his heart, and made him in the 
ories of his ſpeech, had nor: his ſoule; beendivi pers 
« Thirdly,he bad no meaning when be left chem ro conftnare 
G2 Timothy 


\ 
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Temethy ro be their Bishop : forhe would not have omitted fuch an 
a_—_— po to hearts ſo heavie. Nor he doth a 
non ſe when he did write totherh his Epiſtle. 
caly when himſelte hath meamng to ſee On 
or ger cron ourthly, Timrhy was with Paul while he was 
in bonds at Re, as witnes thoſe inſcriptions'of the Epiſtles ro the 
b_ —_ ny rd yea Timothy was ſo with him, as-ro be 
him, ſent forth,and returne ro him, which is manifeſt, 
he wereaffer this placed in E ſus, yet he was not pla» 
Pha, The werea inthe ead of the' he doth. bid Times 
rip Eiger Eee: hum. 
| whenhe did write the 2-Epiſtle, Tanothy was not at 
for ke doth bid him ſalure a and Prifeitla, ad bn Oby 
Burt ke prong ff -e —_ Palfick Aquila and Prife 
alle. They came y, they did not face rhere, which Chry- 
endo And the howſe of One Bernard raketh 
ns: { tharit iS like he was in-his Nas 
the Lima oven rome Shan, Liſtva, Derbe, which haps 
ga whe cue doth make him Bichop 
<= + of wm rr AGreEt wer fo here, asthat the 
fe Gol bar nd hem 20 Fe them, for he bidderh him come 
IE ſpeaker of Ima nes - 
e r aS a place now re- 
en 1s 
x Zn yo —oFronrm are wer» pete 
z £0 while rhou ne. 
4 Phtonwar en 5 > ; mere wires not retarne ro Epheſus, built by 
onlent weitttrd Hob: the Apoftte , and v itthe before 
hoes canto Epboi cer As or the Fathers m this 
if they reſtifie/ ordinary refidence , which thay do hot; .we 
mw mm, bur they oeſtifie onely the ti re- 
mained jn that Cluirets; | becauſe his. was longer there then 
Evangelifts did eto triake, and he is ro have ſifered mar- 
there. So fdr Tirms , when Paul ſent him to Crete to dv 
worke 1s uncertame ; nb arms ou = ey nr ee 
— hve Corinths rhe-fecond time, and going to This 
kikewife, that:Paul wastherintravellng,and as it | ike bong-in the 
ms 7 ys ro Winter ar: Nitvpolu. Wheed he tid 
Canes bw me wa vhew it was not his tneanirg that Ti 
fare crh bid. im to meer him at Napul, 
mitotic meat jobearitl likely bur Tits comming did nor 
ki rhete bur ac length found him in Fn Pad aid 
fend-hai roche Cornthigns, chankiug God for pronpmae yo! 
—— Aon. 86 ch 
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—ghew he had not been made an ordinary Bishop any where.We finde 
rhat he did 


writ his fecom! Epi 
Aquinas doth him to have been 


CITES Oe Re NR om ſach preſumptions, 


Paul at Rome, 2 T#:4-10. and when Pant 
ro Timothy, he was in Dalmatia. Whente 
of thar place. Where- 


|”. ) by Heyſippms, Clemens, and hiftory groun- 
| | ne roo much be ho i per ben rang Ar 


not credit with 


who counts him unworthy ctedit, rhat will not 
men e. 
followerh. That either their fanAion was 


d 
of che Church. The reaſon is, 


leſticall a traordindry, or ordifiary. Birt their fienFion finttwon ' gs af 


ex 


to thoſe Churches was not SC — We deriy rhis 
fquedito cheſs efty Pen 


of it. © cxerbiſed is 


That the funFlion that thiſe 
— to the 


becauſe they wete all os At 196 thoſe 


+ — done for ever in the Church 
cendent 


To thar finall reaſon, whar anitiqui doth teftifie « 
e$is true, and fo to be taken. r 
chat it i virtually contained Mm them, and 
—_ ou, te pk, coaretin. and received by a dvi 
What "ot plainely contradicted, 
may be olitned {humans co fe 
witreffes. Bur wha they | fuch oe bel qe 
iis in effect of light cotttpr ctmiciehte bent ro: 
aahdet ke i may a ——_ ro Jſtiffe ir ke in 
To the affimprion we anfiver. WiirU6 Horfbive ahciear 
call Timothy ? baſe faith he was a Deato Sei Wiſts, x bn 
another while, and m like ſence 4 Primate an4'a Birhop. L . 
him from tmany authorities to have b&tn 41 
2 Prieſt. Bede callerh him an, Xþo/#e. Brit tb &s 
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and ordaine, and,do in theſe Churches all fuch things which, Bi- 

in their time uſed todo. Bur that be was not an Evangeli 
more then an ordinary Bishop , they do not deny, ' Sahneron him 
fins it Dima. : Tom, $-406. Videtur ergo quod fuerie 
- 1 — pr pottery ty Tart >. predecaverit 
{ir pray md | 000 7 nom mms, =. pry Finally; 

in ormal ery make him an or 

Paſtour, from the firſtri rime Paul Sl vere wo him, ordinarily reſident 
ro his end; On ——————_— +5 I hope | have chewed, con- 
Trary tO any 5 gas yea rothar rext which maketh him ro 
have, done the worke of an goth. As for the shew from the 


LEI EI. Bighops.' Firſt; we have 


Shewed tharr bur {i tk fo ſed Epiſco- 
pall duriesa whi NT wener fixed, ro make or 

abode. not rn Secondly,they who did the 
work of an E per ugg pro pony Grey nr 


the worke of a.Bishop. Bur theſe did ſo. As is-vouched of. Timorhy, 
Do the works of "rm. 9. Ergo. _— tion is proved. If an 
of rangelif, rhe actor dinury Paſt I 
an aCt of an or our or Bighop 
port betormally one. For when every thing doth o' or ——_— 
au eſt, thoſe > + > yanntage A ſame fe y,their work and 
nent y the ſame. the ee. Be the or- 


EPropher, Prophet froman Eranget, yy Evangal - iy an 


_ Obj, Bar ea be ad chey were norte. br arch 
riour contained the inferiour es might be Ev 
perly, as Matthew and John were. ——— opp 


Thar former t is to be underſtood: with a e of 
Ps, WY coats perl ron contained the 1 varrually and L amd 
nas much as they could do alt _ LN | wharthe infert- 
eur did, This ſence is tolerable. power of all 
| Is an le. My Loud One fr 
Rice of England is nor f y a Conſtable. As *for the latter, £4 
anApoftle br be alſo a Penman of the Goſpell, -bur this: maketh 
not an E no more then an A bur doth. per. accidens, 
come tothem bath - Arid even as a.Preacher or Paſtor, writing 
Commentaries, and publithing other .Treatiſes , this 


commeth per 
acvidens to his calling , it doth nor make kim. Paſto, bur. ene, 


4 py 
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kuftyions and; fruirfull in that then other. So Marke and Luke 
were not therefore Evangeliſts, e they did write the. Goſpels, 
for then-none Should have been Evangelifts that had nor writen, bur 
in this they were more renowned then other.Cuſtome hath ſo 

pry ale rey ber arrmar Ire be hom 
them Evangeliſts, (viz. the Writers 0 W Scrip» 
rures never call Exangeliſts. Theſe Evangelifts Paul ſpeaketh of were 
givenar Chriſts Aſcention,bur rhe firſt Writer of the Goſpell, Deine 
an A i — Secondly, they were a di 
Kinct order of workmen = , A the Penmen 
of the Goſpels were Apoſtles. Thirdly, they were as by abour 
of Re EE em LEES did ga= 
ther Saints,and build Chriſts Body. Now writing the was 
not alabour of Mimſtery common to Apoftles,Prop 
Paſtours,bur the publishing of it. 
_ Thoſe degrees which Chriſt did diſtin&tly give to otherſome, and 
otherfome , rhote he did nor give conjoynedly to one” and the ſame 
ons. Bur theſe callings he gave ro ſome one, 'ro others anothere 
Iſe he muſt have ſaid, he fave the ſame men to be Apoſtles and E- 
engine ſame ro be Evangeliſts and Paſtours. Ergo. 

r Calling which is not compatible with the Calling of an E- 
vangeliſt, thar Pau! never annexed to an Evangeliſt. Bur the Calling 
of a Bisbop is ſuch. OI ro a particular Church. The 
Calling of an Evangeliſt is a ing whereby one 1s called rothe 
worke of the Maniltery, to gather Saints, and edifie Chrifts Body , 
without any limitation to any particular Church.Ergo. Paul never an- 
nexed the Calling of a Bishop to an Evangelift... 

The Calling of an Evangeliſt is not xo write the Goſpell, nor to 

« funply- for then every Miniſter of the Word ghould be an- 

eliſr.- Bur this doth. difference them, to preach ir withour tmi= 
ration or affignariou ro any parricular Church. Thos Philrp, thusall - 
thoſe who were the Apoſtles-helpers, working the work of the Lord 
ma Evang.of which fort ſome continued ro the rime of 
Co the Emperour,as Euſebius reporterh, Euſeb.hiſt./.5.c.9. Now 
a Calling whereby I am thus called ro publish- the Goſpell, withour 

fixing my ſelfe in any cerraine place ; and:a Calling which binderh 
ng life,to ſcrrle my ſelfe in one Chnrch,are incomparnible. 
, thar which would have debaſed Temorthy and Titus, thar - 

Paul :did not put upon them. Bur to have brought them from the - 

hanaur of ſerving the Goſpel), as Collaterall companions of the Apo» 

ſtles, to be: ordinary: Paſtours, . had. abaſed m—_— this to be - 


a 
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For every exrraordinary cffce isnot attended with mm ediate yo- 
cation ſrem Ged. As the Calling of Evangeliſts, though extraordi- 
nary,was in this unlike the Calling of Apcfitles and Prophers.Second- 
ly,men called im:mediatly may be premored to the more fruitfull ex 
erciſe-of their in mediate and cxtracrdinary Callings by impoſition 
of hands frem their inferiours, as Paul and Barnat as were. Howſo- 
ever it iS plaine, that Trmecthy by impoſition of hands, was ordained ro 
no Calling, bur the Calling of an Evangeliſt. For that Calling he was 
ordained ro, which he is called on by Pau! to exerciſe, and fully exe- 
cute. 'Bur he iscalled on by him to doe the work of an Evangeliſt. 
Ergo, that calling he was ordained to. 

Thar worke which exceedeth the calling of an ordinary Bishop, 
was not put upon an ordinary Bishop. Bur Titus his work did fo : for 
ir was to plant Presbyrers Town by Town through a Nation. Erge. 
For the ordi lanration and erecting of Churches to their due 
frame,exccedeth the calling of an ordjnary Bishop.But this was Titus 
his work.'Ergo. Biſhops are given to particular Churches when nog 
they are framed, that they may keep them winde and wether righr, 
they are not to lay foundarions,or ro exedifie ſome imperfect begin- 
nings. Bur ſay T:tus had been a BiShop, he is no warrant for ordinary 
Bishops,bur for Primares, whoſe authority did reach through whole 
Iands. Nay,if the Doctors rule our of Theodorer were good, it would 

ſerve for a Bishop of the pluralliry cut.For it is ſaid he placed Presby- 
rers-Ciry by -City,or Town by Town,who are mn name only Bishops, 
bur not that he placed Angels,or Apoſtles,in any part of it. He there- 
fore was the ſole Bishop of them, the reft were bur Presbyrers,fuch as 
bad the name, not the office and government of Bishops. 

Finally,were it granted that they were ordinary Bikopscad Writ- 
ten ro do the things that Bishops do,yet would it not bea g for 
their majority of power in marter Sacramentall and juriſdiction, as 
Ss above excepted. 


The fifth - Argument. | 
| The Miniſters which the Church had generally and perpetually 
the firſt 300. yeares after Chriſt and his es, and was not Or- 
dained by any Generall-Councell, were undoubtedly of Apoſtolicall 
inſtirution. Bur the Church ever had Dioceſan Bichops in ſingu- 
tarity of preheminence-during life , and in majority of power of 
ordination and juriſdiction above others, and thele nor inſtirured by 
Generall Councels. Ergo. The yg Ds both by Au- 
ſtin. de Bapt. contra Donat. lsb.4. 65 Epiſt.118. by Tertul.Conſtat. 
3d ab Apoſils traditum quod apud Eceleſias Apoftolorum fuit ſacroſan- 
fum. For who can'thinke that all the Churches pany oul 
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fer up other Miniſters then Chriſt had oxdained- The Afumption is 
plaine : for if the Church had Metropolirans anciemly, and from 
the beginnifig,as the Councell of Nice teſtifieth, much more By x 
Far Dioceſan Bi muſt be before them, they riſing of combi- 
nation of Cities and Diocefſes. And the Councell of Epheſus teſtifierh, 
the government of rhoſe Bishops of Cyprus, ro have been ever trom 
the beginning, according to the cuſtome of old received. Yea, that 
the arrempr of rhe Bighop of Antioch, was againſt rhe Canons of rhe 
Apoſtles. Againe, Cyprian doth teſtifie,thar ___ his time, Bi- 
were placed 1n all Provinces and Cities, beſides rhe ſucceffion 
of Bist om the Apoſtles rimes : for. they prove their originall 
ro have been in the Apoſtles times. Neither were they inſticured b 
any Generall Councell. For —_ the firſt Generall Councell, 
we read Metropolitans to have ordained in the Churches. Yea 
Terom himſelfe is of opinion, that no Councell of after times, bur rhe 
Apoſtles themſelves did ordaine Bishops ; for ever fince rhefe con- 
rentions wherein ſorge ſaid, I 2m Pauls, others, I am Apollos,they were 
ſer up by generall decree ; which could nor be made,bur.by the Apo- 
{tles themſelves. And in Pſal.44. he maketh David ro prophehie .of 
Bishops, who Should be ſer up as the Apoſtles Succeflours. 


Anſwer. 


"Firſt, we deny the Propoſition. For firſt ; this doth preſuppoſe ſuch 


an affiſtance of Gods Spirit with rhe Church, rhart he cannor gene- 


rally take up any cuſtome, or opinion, but whaz hath Apoſtolicall - 


warrant, whereas the contrary may be shewed in many - inſtances. 
Keeping of holy daies was a generall practife through the Churches, 
before any Councell enacted ir, yer was no Apoſtolicall trraditio1. 
Secrat.lib. .cap.22. Evangelium non smpoſust hoc,ut dies fetts obſerventur, 
ſed homines spſt ſun quique locs ex more quodam imtroduxerunt. Taking: 
the Euchariſt faſting,the faſts on Wedneſday,and Sarurday,fafting in 
ſome fashion before Eaſter,Ceremonies in Bapriſing,the government 
of Metropolitans were generally received: before any Councel! 
eftablished 


proponent, a$a generall repreſentative Councell, or the Apoſtles, 


who were Oecumenicall Doctours,hur I ſee no reaſon for ſuch a pre - 


fumption. 


; This doth preſuppoſe, that ſomerhing may be which is of A-- 


licall authority , which zeirher dire&tly nor conſequently is 


mcluded in the Word written. For when. there. are-ſome. cuſtomes- 
which hayebecu. generall, which ;yer cannot. be; grounded. in. the. 
Word writtens. it 1 necellary by-rhus propoliony har ſome fy 

; : Y- 


2 Itdoth preſuppoſe, that the Church cannot generally conſpire - 
mraking up any cuttome , if she be nor led into it by ſome general : 


aa”. 
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- may be. m the Church, having authority Apoſtolicall , as being deli« 


vered by Word unwritten. For they cannot have warrant fromthe 
Apoſtles but by Word written or unwritten. To the proofe, 
we anſwer : Thar of Tertulkan maketh nor to the e, for-he 
ſpeakerh of that which was in Churches Apoſtolicall, as they were 
now planted by them , which the ſentence art large fer down will 
make cleare. Ss conſtat 14 bonum quod prius, (9 id prius quod eſt ab inat1o, 
ab initio quod ab Apoſtols , pariter utique conſtabit id eſſe ab Apoſtols 
traditum quod apud Eccleſias Ss ar fuerit ſacroſnfium. To 
ing Auſtins rule, we would aSke what is the meaning of theſe words, 
Non nifi Apoſtolica authoritate traditum refiſſeme credztur. If they ſay 
his meaning is, that ſuch a rhing cannor bur in their Writings be de- 
livered, they do pervert his meaning, as is apparent by that, Cont. 
Don.l4b.2.27. Confuetudinem ex Apoſtolorum traditione vementem, ficut 


- multa non moenumtur in liters eorum , £5 tamen quia cuſtodeuntur per 


univerſam Eccleſiam,, non nifi ab ipſis tradita £5 commendata cre- 
duntur. And we wish them to shew from Scripture what they (ay 
is comained in it. If they yeeld, he doth mean as hedorh of unwrit- 
ren tradition, we hope they will not juſtifig,him in this ; we will rake 
thar liberty in him, which himſelfe doth 1n all others, and giverh 
us good leave ro uſe in his owne writings. Now count him in this 
to favour Traditions, as ſome of _ not cauſeleſly make 
this rule rhe meaſuring cord, which doth rake in the Jatirude of all 
Tradirions : yer we appeale to Auſtimes patgpangns otherwhere, who 
chough by rhis .rule he maketh a univerſall practiſe ner begun by 
\Councels, an pi_m—_ of Divine and Apoſtolicall authority, yer 
—_— riſts, Lib. x. Don. cap. 7. be ſaith, he will 
nor uſe this argument, becauſe it was but humane and uncertain, 
ne videar humans arguments ullud probare, ex Evangelzo profero certa do» 
enmenta. | 
We anſwer to the Afſamprion rwo rhings : Firft, is cannot be 
proved, that univerſally there were ſuch Dioceſan _—__ 
ours. For inthe Apoſtles rimes it cannot be proved, thar - 
ches which they planted were divided into a Mother Church, and 
ſome Parochiall Churches. Now while ghey governed together in 
common with Presbyrters, and that but one oation,, they 
could not be like our Dioceſan Bishops. And h there be 
doubrfull relations, that Reme was divided under Evaryius, yet this 
was nor 6 the Church. For Triparite flory, teſti» 
fierh, thar rill the rime of Soxomen, they did in ſome comnge 
her, Trip. Hiſt.lib.x. cap.1g. Secondly , thoſe Bi which 
no more but one Deacon to them- in their mi r0- 
ward their Churches, they could not be Dioceſan Bishops. Bur ſuch 
ml many parts the II —— 
 INTTERD IINT'S : 


 ; 
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lictle Towns, could nor have Dioceſan Bishops. 

after the Apoſtles rimes in Cyprus and Arabi.., as Sezom. in his ſeventh 
pe reftifierh Ergo. Dioceſan Bisghops were never. ſo 
univerſally received, Secondly, Bishops came to be common by a. 
Councell, faith - manger 6 Pr: fpiciente Cincilio. Amb. in 4. ad Eph. or. 
by a Decree paſſing rt h the world : coto orbe decretum eſt, ſaith 
Ierom ad Evag. which is to be conlidered, nor of one Qecumenicall 
Councel). bur diftriburively, in that fingular Churches did in their 
Presbyrgries decree, and thar fo, that one for the moſt part followed 
ano it, This interpretative though not formuliter, iS a general; 
decree. Bur ro thinke this was a decree of Pauls, is roo roo ablurd. 
For beſides thar,the Scripture would not have omirred a decrec of 
ſuth imporrance, as re to the alrerarion of, and conſummation. 
of the frame of Churches begun rhrough all the world, How could 


Ierom (if rhis decree were the Apoſtles) conclude that Bishops were. 


above Presbyrers, mags conſuetudine Ecclcſie, then Dommice difp.ſi= 
tions viritate. If ee Pockoardo excepr, that cuſtome is here put be 
Apoſtolicall inſtitution ;_ ler him pur in one for-rhe other, and ſee how. 
well it will become the. ſence- Let Brshops know they are greater then 
Prieſts, rather bythe Decree of the Apoſile,than by the truth of Chriſt di- 
poſition. Is ir not fine, thar the, Apoſtles should be brought in as op= 
poſires,facing Chriſt their Lord ? this conclufion of Ierom doth 
make me think rhar decrerum eſt imported no more, then that it was. 
rook up in time for cuſtome through rhe world. Which is elegant- 
ly faid to be adecree, becanſe c e groweth in time ro obraine 


vim legs, the force of a decree. Bur Ambreſe his place is plaine, Prc=- 
ſpiciente Concalio, he meaneth nor a Councall held by Apoſtles. For he. 


maketh rhis | 99 wg by Councell ro have come in, when now in 
Egypt and Alexandy{a, Presbyrers according to the cuſtome. of - that 

were not” found fit ro ſacceed each other, bur they choſe out 
of their Presbyteries men of beſt deſert. Now to Heraclas and Dicny- 
ſiws,there were a ſuccefſion of Presbyrers in the Church of Alexan- 
dria, as Euſebius and ITerom both affirme. Wherefore briefly, ſeeing no 
ſuch univerſall cuſtome-can be proved, all the godly Fathers never 
conſpired to abolish Chriſts infttrurion. Se y, .could a cuſtome, 
have prevailed with all of rhem,whom we have ro Conſtantmes time, 
yet .it might enter and fteale upon rhem through humane frailry, as 
theſe errours in doctrine did upon many,qtherwiſe godly and faith= 
full Martyrs: the rather becauſe, the alteration was fo liztle at. the 
firſt, and Ariſtocraricall government was ſtill.continued.. Thirdly , 
lay, they bad wirtzingly- and willingly, done.it through the. world, 

he Church, and themſelves to. do | 


” 
. 
* 


Thirdly, fuch Countries as diduſe ro have Bishops in Villages and ' 
To t ſuch there were 


tad not conſpi ta ſichbower 
SEGn a ane inf wo. 


— 


be 


be 
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. with Chrift good lik King for the edification of it. How 


the chiefe Patrons is cauſe, are'ar this day of this gs 
thar if it were bur an Apoſtolicall green, licall is contra- 
 diftinguished ro divine, rhey mighr change it. if the' Apoſtles 


' did enact this order, as Legars and Em of Chriſt, then is ir 


aortheirs,bur Chrifts own inftirurion. What an Embaſſadour ſpeak- 
eth as an Embaſſadour, ir is principally from him thar'ſent him : 


bur if they who were © Legares, did nor, bearing the perſon of Legars, 


bur of ordinary Ecclefſticall governonrs,decree this; then it is cer- 

| jun governours may alter it without rreaſonable conſpiring, 
As for thoſe proofes, the Bkops have been t all 
Churches from rhe. beginning, th e Artery For firſt, > Coun- 
cell of Nice ufeth aw «gxx5, not — bur ſecundum quid,in or- 
der happily to that rime = dr ES was bet= 


rex known to them then ro us : GD _ f uſed, Aﬀs 15. They 1a 
of ſome things which had ——— 
cannor- meane the Apoſtles times , hen Apating 
ſhould have actually been from rhe Apoliles os time. Secondly, 
the phraſe of rhe Councell of Ephefus, is likewiſe equivo- 
call; for they have reference to the Fathers of Nice, orart leaſt 
the decreesof the Fathers, who wenr before the Councell of Nices 
' Fox thefe words being added, definitiones Nicene fidei, ſeeme to ex- 
plaine the former, Canones Apoſtolorym. It is plaine- the De- 
cree of the Councell doth aſcribe this rhing onely ro an- 
czens cultome , no lefſe then' thar of Nice, Conſtantinople, 
he and Chatceden ; and therefore cannot riſe ro the authority of ſacred 
Scriprures. Let himshew inaltanti uiry where ſacred Scriptures 
are called Canons ofthe Apoſtles. Finally, if this phraſe norte rules 
iven by rhe Apoſtles, then rhe _—_ rhemſelyes did fet our the 
Endo © of Cypru and Antioch, for the authority of Cy he 
dorh'reſtifie what was Communnter in his time; Bibops onda ed in 
Cities; not wnzperſaliter, 2s if there were no Ci had ſome. 
Secondly , he ſpegkerh of Biſhops wko had their mcluded 
aig = nnmmnngy ry ba rogather | in one, .tO any come 
no Dioceſan Churches, Gong Bi- 


SE pow 


ip that which doth improve their 
7 Gaacth 5 oy wel rough we 
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Coun be; and the NOt-COme tO us, - | 
— I" te Cornerhl of Ne a 
reap: herons <4 nn oh from the ; the p 
nr, bring there reſpectively, we ly 
wy ever contrary this : nor 


CO ch > on after writteg, 
ro prove thar Bighops were not inſtirured in the time, byr 
CO IIIIIII——G by the Chnch, fe i/tico, when the 

it : 


"The ſixt : 
_ Snch aseven arthis day are inthe Reformed Churches, fuch 'Mj- 


« : they are of the ſame ree with ocher Miniſters, 
Pon - — Gon while the: ___ nk ; when it is diſſo 
eno Prerogative over their fel- 


low Minifters; th rhey are pare kj wo ro the DOIN: Repp. lib. 2. cap. 
AO. pag. Zo Me ike Lyn end te t0 the.care of their pat- 
The ſeventh Ar, 


or monuttay Garaklle the poſtles lived, Ancios bo 
ſuch Miniſters as had preheminence and majority of power above 


' ate ch myecr aber their deparas- Bur C It gy | 


ceſlary, and therefore appointed Tamothy and Tiew, and oh Fiat Apo 
Rolique men punned with fach power. ty Pe np mene ONer 
defarre. dns The afſamprion is near wala, 

nth ey oak! be fuotded Ot — Epiſcopall, power, 
part 


The  njgheh 4 
as lawfull, For Far they woukrm ae hel he ene, Peace, _—_ 
vn ny ne I en, bp Churches 
> mon r Throne i Axend 3-Meni dans, Alves 


wage The dren 6 eat an 
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CE amncactin of their Precbyreries. Sens ey wee 
Ghtes Bishops majority, REES 


The nmth % 
. Thoſe who have been ever held a higher order then P ers; 
durante Prabyow are om ey Bn = 


ſms Lanes, ſ Areopag. de Cleft. Hieroms. _ C 
Tertul. — = 1" er 69 de Bapriſmo. Ignarm doth often te- 

oy + wp the Scripture i ſel dockcalloneof the 
a ro rx Tom. 3.13. C 2. Counc 

caps 1.26. Yea the Couxell of Chalcedon Cr th it hy 
ro- reduce a Bi to the degree of a Prebyrer. This Hierome 
tnmſelfe fayi Thar from Marke to Heraclas and 


—_— the Prebjrees et ſer a Bishop over them in higher 
'S 
: Anſiver 
- The Ton isnot true in regard of Majoriry of rule. For 
no-A ſuch power over the meaneft Deacon in any of rhe 
Bur ro the Aſſumprion we anfiver by diſtinction. 

' An order. is repated: higher , either becauſe intrinſecally 

hath a higher verrue, or. becauſe ir hath a- higher degree of' 


nity. and honour. Now we” deny thar ever -Antiquity did 
the Bubop _ —— ro be in-a higher order ther 


then a higher order doth- fignifie ati order of 
ghr henry nd ho and honour , ws or 8'9»@®- wires rafy, 28 
ker Which. is further proved: be 


SS ion gy {he from a Presbyrer, 

as Presbyrer from a Deacon. For'thele ; 

hop dion heme Faye, as fem con whe add te" pov 
as one 

+ Priefitoos no Jeſſe rhen yer — 


Zn oa J=ID ne res 2: 
3s ate. w- Jari | 
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cordingtothe commontenent of am ivy, or the Schooley bar ane< 

CE—_Y fuch as hold the &erof yo Bi- 
e 


iffe- 
reth no in power and degree from an Arch-bishop. Becauſe nothing 


gp. Oh ns = gs rr ry a Pre non 
as therefore differerh e 
RN Re nn 
power fundamentals &5 remota pote 1ata, immediata, 
pc Lys madly hired rr Predeces Lad ape a od 
1 mm 7 es or greg ek _—_— 


EE e—__ ag 
a5 to.produce theſe effects generative. 
faculry white he is a child, athaly, 3 orc man, bur yer 


iris not ina child free from all impediment., that it can. actually 
beger the like. Bur this is roo much to grant, For the power Sacra» 
mentall in the Prieſt, is an actuall power which he. 18 able ro 
performe and execure, from the exerief regard of them, further 
then they be with-held from the exerciſe of ir. For rhat cauſe which. 
Randerh in complear aCtuality t _ que ya = > 
an inferiour and lefler of the ſame kind under it alſo,unlefſe the a Fo 
carion of the marrer be intercepred. Thus a —_— 
ccamentall power ſtanding in full actuality ro higher ſacramemall 
—_— his Srborhenceya — om 
in are ept 
being applied ro him.And therefore power ſacramentall cannot be in 
a Presbmter,as the gvefaculty is in a child, forthis is inchoate 
onely,, and impertect, ſuch as: —_—_ that effe&. The 
power of the Ys y——_ Secondly, I fay, theſe are no facra- 
, were they, yet as much may be ſaid to 
Fres Arch bichop int order from a Bishop, A 2 
; hd Bree? Uſering i in my For ir is proper 10 
of power to generate a B other Bithops on hands 
bangs an ahh, ers are {aid to do, where zjoyne with 
their Bishops. If rharrule ſtand not major ad minors, nor yet 
ab equal;,L maryaile how Bishops can ger Bikes aqualiges Eipe= 
riour to them, TOP the Lord Archebishop,, and yer 4 
er may not ordain a Presbyter. It doth norftand with their 
majoriy,thar the rule(every one may grue thar which be hath} 
d hold here in the exerciſe of their pawer. Thoſewhoare in one 
orderma differ jure divine or hi1mane. eres diflerecb og cho Pijalts 
in power Sacramentall, for they might. all hy \{ence 
; make wnerceſſon.Bu the ſolemne interce@ion.u 


"8 a 


be 


\- 
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dideneeps and the high Prieſt the type of Chriit, 
v7 ann gs — the holy 
Foal cnt ner ther ny roma i Pry neon 


by tnnane 
law the Bichop in exerciſe thenthe Prieſt. Tor though God 
hath not exct ns pn from the one freec$0 theother, 

rene ayer <1 higg: wone.he ane Bee yer: 


y IR x0» 
ceiving Penirents, Comar was} #gines, have been 

ed to the Bishgp far the of Priefihoo? revier then any 
neceflity.of law, asdcrome (| Finally, in dignity, may 

many waies,who un are equall, which is granted by:our 
ore inci cents. Y fay, uw ainplirude of 19N, 
Sh AL —_— xch-b1 encectinh ancthes Bur 
were It ive/Bishops pawer chrough 
their Dioceſſe,and an Arch uae Province, though bur 
when he viliterh,this would make one in order from the other ; 


as in this regard Eyargeliſts differed from ordinary Paſtours.But har 
jurildction.is in.one more then another, is not eftabliched, nor hath 
Dean oched Dot enfen tejyahocmmmmybe 
0 rhe prootes wer one a ltep ro 
the other, while rhey differ in degrees of of dignizies, though nelly 
they are but one and the ſame order.In this regard ir may be Sacri- 
ledge to reduce one,from the greater to the leller, fe have not de- 
ſervedir. As for thar of Ierame x is moſt plaine, he did meane no fur 
ther order bur onely in reſpect of ſome dignities wherewith they ir 
veſted rheir Bishop, or firft Presbiter, as that they did mount him up 
in a higher —_—_> ao. about. him, and gave him rhis 
[11 pr ener} ull in the Senare, and moderate the 
ENS among them : this Cel/i igng + being Feebys 
Tgar# gies, NOT UNPOTTINg 
crap gr ET oy Pong (os anc 
priviledge to fir firtt, Presbyrers did « with mer 
fir as | jacges of commiſſion. For h Deacons ftood 
didalwaics lit wi careuitu Epiſcops, 


Argumens. 
If Biſhops be that which Aaron, and the Apaltles were, and Preſ- 
byrerg,be that which the Prieſts, and.the 72 Diſciples were, thenthe 
- One axe above Bi other in projeminence end gouer. Bur they are ſo. 
tg. an. opp. 


may 


me Cn OT IT TEL 
| 72 ARIES En 27 &c, To theſe 


 & 
* 
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may be added a third. Thar which a and rhe 70 Senrorswere, 
that are the Biſ hops and Preſbyrers. Firſt, for rhe Propoſition ir is 
not true, for tir{t of Aaron and his Sons, they were nor orders diffe- 
rent eſſentially in their power, but onely in degree of dignity, where- 
in the high Prieſt was above others. For every Priefts power would 
have reached to thar act which was reſerved to the high Prieſt anely. 
Beſides, when the high Pricſt was deceaſed or removed , the otber 
Prieſts did confecrate rhe Succefſour, as Sadocks. Finally,the one had 
for ſubſtance the ſame conſecration thar rhe other, neither had the 
high Prieſt any majority of directive or correCtive -power 'over 0= 
thery. So the Apoſtles, and 72, wilt nor þe found different in or- 
der ; and therefore thoſe who reſemble rheſe catmhor bexconcl.ided 
ro be of divers orders. For the Apoſtles and 72, differ no more then 
ordinary meſſengers, who are imployed in a fer courſe, and exgraor- 


dinary fent by occaſion onely : They were borh meſſengers, rhe Apce- 


files habitu and abidingly, rhe other in act onely, and. atrer a rranſi- 
tory manner. . 

Avgaine, had Aaron and his Sonnes been divers orders, differing 
eſſenually in the inyyard power of them; yet is: not the Propoſition 
true; bur with addition in this wiſe. Thoſe who are identically 
and formally that which Aaron and the Apoſtles were , and that 
which his Sonnes, and the 72. were, they differ in degree eſſentially, 
not thoſe who were this analogically by reaſon of ſome imperfect 

emblance. For things may be ſaid ro be thoſe things wherewith 

aey have bur ympertect fimilirude.” In this ſence onely the propoſi= 

10N is true. . 
i Now tocomerothe aſſumption. Firſt, rouching Aaron, we den 
any Bif hop 1s as Aaron by divine inftiturion, or by perfect ſimilitude 
anſwering to him. Bur becauſe Aaron was the - and high Prieſt, 
orhers interiour : ſo ir hath pleaſed rhe Church to imitaterhis policy; 
and make the Biſhop, as it were: Primum Presbyterum, or Antiſtitem 
.*n _ ordine, Preſ byters in ſecundo. Whence Bif hops may be faid 
ro be that which Aaron was through the Churches ordination, which 
{he framed, looking to rhis patrerne of government which' God 
him{elfe had fer our in the Old Teſtament. The Fathers call them 
Aaron and his Sons onely,for ſome common Analozie,which rh rough 
the ordinance of the Church aroſe berwixt the Bif hop and Pteſ by- 
rers,and them ; and conceive them ro be ſo by hamane acconum6» 
dation,nor by diviae inſtiration. Bur-thar they were ſo properly fiic- 
ceeding them as orders of Miniſtery rypified cemeby Gods own 
appointment, this the Fathers never thoughr—Chriſts Prieſthood, no 
mans, was properly typified in -Aaron,- 


ts 


| 


Pr oC 
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So- rouching the. other part of the aſſumption. That Biſhops 
and Pref byrers are whar Apoſtles, and the 72 were. "The Fathers 
many of them, inſ.it in this propoſition, that as the Apoſtles and 
72 were Teachers, the one in a higher, the other in an inferiour or- 
der , {0 Bif hops and Pref byters, were by rhe Churches ordinance. 
This is rhe Farhers phraſe, to call them Apoſtles, who in any manner 
reſemble the Apdſtles,to call them, as Ambroſe. Prophets, Evangeliſts, 
Paſtours, DeQours, who reſemble theſe, and come in ſome common 
analogie neareſt them, M:ſesand the 70 Seniors, who in any forr 
reſemble>them. Now the affumprion granted in rhis ſence ma- 
kerh nor againſt us. For they mighr be ſaid theſe, if there were bur 
divers degxees of dignity amongſt them, though for power of 
ondarby Gods inftirution they were all one. Bur ſome ftreine ir 
further, and rake ir, that Chriſt inſtiruring thoſe rwo orders, did 
in ſo doing, inſtirnre Biſ hops and Pref byrers, the one whereof ſuc- 
ceeded the Apoſtles, rhe other the 72, and thar thus, the Fathers 
rake it. To which I anſwer, Firft, in generall, this analogie of A- 
poſtles and 72, 1s nor generally fected by them all. by ad 
Smyrnenſes dicit Apoſtolss Preſbyteros fed ©, Diaconos 72, Diſcipulis. 
Clem.(ib.2. Conſt cap.30. faith, Thar Bil hops anſwer to God the 
Father, Preſ.byters ro Chrift, Deacons ro the Apoſtles. IJerom doth 
manifeſtly make Preſ byters ( whom he alſo calleth by name of 
Biſhops in that Epiſtle, where he maintainerh the Preſ byrers 
dignity ) Succeffours ro the Apoſtles. The like hath Cyprian, 
Apoſtolos id eft Epiſcopos £5 prepoſitos, that 1S, ording ratione PRs 
mumorunt Eccleſiarum , aS Auſtm ſpeakerh, elſe ir ſhould be all 
one with the former : when he maketh the Pref byter as well as 
the Biſ hop ro be ordained in the Apoſtles. Finally , theſe Fa- 
thers who rake the 72 to have been Apoſtles, as well as the 
other, could not imagine this proportion of divers or- 
ders ſerup in them. Secondly . if Chriſt in theſe inftirured thoſe 
other, it muſt be one of theſe waies. Firſt , he did make 


av#4; 


Apoſtles could nor be Bif hops ordinarily ; nor yer the calling of 

eheſe ſeventy rwo ( which was ro go thorow all Ciries Ey 

lizing) ſtand with Preſbyrers, Preſ byters being given ro Chur 

wr" «xxAyeſar , and there fixed, Matter can be m__— 
2 ! 
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then Chrift ſhould have given a Sacramen, when he ordained his 
Apoſtles, and ſent forrh his 72. Secondly, the rype or the ſhadow 
15lefſe then the thing rypified, rhe fubſtance of ir. Bur the giving Apoe 
fles wasa greater rhing then giving ordinary Paſtours. Ergo. 
Thirdly, 1 fay, thar Chrift did never ordaine that any \ hould ſuc- 
-ceed rhe Apoſtles,or rhe 72,in regard of their order, There is a dou- 
ble acceſſion, mn grad, or 17 Caput, as the Jurifts diſtinguiſh. Is 
edum eundem, as when one Brother dying, another Brother dorh 
ceed him in the inheritance. . In caput , .as when one nar of the 
ſame degree and line doth come after another, as when a brother 
dying, another doth inherite after hinz,nor a brother, bur a cofin rg 
kim. Thus the Apoftles have no fucceſlors ſucceeding them in gras 
dum, bur ſuch onely as follow them, being of other degrees, and in 
another line, as ir were, in which fort every Paſtour doth ſucceed 
them. Br then they are faid ro ſucceed them, becauſe they follow 
them, and aftera forr reſemble them, nor becauſe they hold the 
which the Apoſtles did properly. . Ap-ſtolo in quantion eft 
Apoſtolas non fucceditur , Legato quatenus eſt Legatus non ſuccediturs 
Fourthly, thar the Preſbyters do as perſons of divers. orders ſuc- 
ceed rhe Apoſtles no lefle fally then any other. Firſt, they muft 
needs ſneceed rhem who are wr to i _them., whoſe duties are 
_ rn in.thar which wh, ——_ > — 
r the Preſbyrers were en tO int eyes, mt 
in the commantement of reaching and baptt b + Erpo, po 
rock muſt needs fuccced the Apoſtles. Secondly, tnole w the 
Apoſttes did inftitute in rhe Churches, which they had planted for 
their furrher bnilding them up, they were their next ſucceſſours. But 
the Apoſtles did commend rhe Churches to the care of Pref byters,. 
who mighrbuild them up, whom they had now corwerted. Evpo, . 
theſe were their Succefſours moſt proper and immediate. Thigdly, 
rhefe rowhom now taking their farewels, rhey reſigned the Chur- 
ches, theſe were their Succeſſours. Bur this they did ro Prel byzers, 
Pau! now never to fee Epheſiu more, As 20, Peter neare deauh, 
x Pet. 5.2. Ergo. Fourthly, if one Paſtour or Miniſter do more: - 
yperly-refemble an Apoſtle then another, it is becauſe be hath 
le power Apoſtolique more fully conyeyed ro hum then 10.gno* 
ther. Burrhis was not done. Ergo, The aflumprion- is. manifeſt : 
For, firft, their power of reaching avd miniftring the Sacraments 
doth as fully and properly belang rorhe PyeTbyrer 25 r9.,any;unkile 
we count Preaching not neceffartly connexed toa Preſhyrers office. 
bur a Biſhops ; or ar leaſt that a more rudimentall preaching belongs 
£5aPrefbyrer, the more full and exact reaching being approprigie 
roche Biſhop, which are both roo. abſurd, . Secondly, tur governs - 
meng, the Apoſttes did no more give the power of government to 
L080 | ; one - 


-- 
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one thento another. CbjeF. This is denyed;for the Apoſtles are faid 
to have kept the power of ordination, and the coercive power in 
their own _ ro have commirted thele in rhe end onely ro A= 
poſtolique men,as Txmothy and Tirus,who were their Succefſours ſue= 
ceeding them in it. AnſA norable fiction: for it iS moſt plain by Scrip= 
ture ; that ordination,power of deciding controverlies, excommunt* 
cation, were given to Preſ byters, and not kept up from them; they 
ſhould otherwiſe have provided ill for the Churches which they 1 
to their care. Secondly, if the Apoſtles dic commir ſome ordinary 
power of governme::tro ſome men above others, in which regard 
they { be their Succefours, then the Apoſtles did nor onely en» 
joy as Legats, power over-the Churches, bur as ordinary Minifters« 
or what power they enjoyed as Legass , this rhey could nor alis Le- 
gave. Power as ordinary Paſtours in any Nations or Churches they 
never reſerved, and therefore did never ſubſtirure others ro them= 
ſelves in that which they never exerciſed nor ejoyed And it isto be 
noted, that this opinion of Epiſcopall fuccefſion trom the Apoſtles, is 
onthus, that the Apoſtles were not onely Apoſtles, bur Bt- 
in Provinces,and particular Churches. For the Papiſts them- 
ſalves urged wirh this, that rhe Apoſtles thave none ſucceeding them, 
they do cofifder a double reſpect jn the Apoſtles, the one of Legater, 
ſo Peter, norgny other could have a ſucceſſour. 'The other of Bi- 
ſhops Qecumeycal in Perer, of Bil hops Nationall or Dioceſas, as in 
ſomg othese I us oncly-canfidered, they-grant them ro have .other 
Biſhops ſuceeding them : For the Apoſtolique ,nower preeuely 
conſidered , was Privilegiuns perſonale fern! cum perſona extinttums 
Now we have proved yhaethis groynd is falle, and therefore that ſuc- 
eanding the eS, (More "0 —_ Biſhops then other Mind 
ſer, upon it, is falle allo. 

Laitly, the Preſhyters cannor be faid Succeliaurs of the 72, For 
firſt, in all thar is {pokeno the 72, she tall dury and office of a 
Pre( byter is not laid down- Secendly, irdarth netappeare:thar they 
ordinary pawes of Preaching or Begeizing and miniſtering 


nniery Wand 00 RCE209908, ex "ffiew ardenars, | 
; Apaltles did-:chodke them 1o-the Deacons care, 
cauld noe tend the mini- 
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far of th Wont wh Lk then could =__ Ti 
| q  Apobtles had. Faurrhly, if - 
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enjoyned them, is from City ro Ciry, withour limitation ro'Evange- 
lize;-and after we read of ſome,as Phi/zp, that he was an Evangeliſt ; 
rhe ſaine is in Ecclefiaſticall tory teſtified of ſome others. Thus we 
Preſbyrers { hould ſucceed Evangeliſts, thoſe Apoſtolique men whom 
che Apoſtle conſtirured Biſ hops, and by conſequence be the true ſuc- 
ceſſours of rhe Apoſtles. Theſe Evangelifts ſucceeded them by all 
ant,we ſucceed theſe. Finally, Armachanus doth take theſe 72 to 
ve been ordinary Diſcipies,in his 7.Book, Armentcarum,queſt.c.7. 


11. Argument. 

Thoſe who receive a new ordination are in a higher degree in-2 

new adminiſtration,and a new order. Bur Bif hops do ſo. Ergo. 
Anſwer. 

The Propoſition is denyed : fr it 1$-ſufficient ro a new ordination 
rhar they are called ro exerciſe the Paſtorall function in a new Churh 
where before they had nothing to do.Secondly,I anſwer by diftinCti- 
on, anew order, by reaſon of new degrees of dignity, this may be 
granted : bur rhar therefore it is a new-order,:thar 15, having further 
miniſteriall power in regard of the Sacraments and juriſdiction given. 
ir of God,is not true. Harh not an Arch-bif hop a diſtin ordinarion 
or conſecration from a Biſhop ? yer is he not of any order eſſentially 
differing. The truth is,ordination, if it be looked into, is but a Cano» 
nicall mate which doth nor collate thar power Epiſcopall to the 
now choſen, bur onely more ſolemnly and orderly promotes him ro 
the exerciſc of it. | 

| 12. Argument. 

Thoſe Miniſters whereof there may be bur one onely during life 
in a Church, they are in ſingularity of preheminence above others.Bur 
there may be but one Biſhop, though there may be many other Preſ- 
byrers, one Timothy,one Titus,one Archi ppw,one Epaphy itus.Ergo.For 
proofe of the aſſumption. See Cornelius, as Euſehtusrelaterh his ſen. 
aa Caibcs Eone.Calc.c.g. Poſſidonius in wvita Atte 
guſtin Jerom.Phil.x.1.Chryſoſt. Amb.Theod.Oecumen. And fuch was Bi- 


hops preheminence, that Preſbyters, Deacons, and other Clarkes, 
are Ke to be the Biſhops Clerks. ” ' 


Anſwer. 


I anſwer to the Afſumprion. Thar there may be ſaid to be but 
one Biſ hop in order to other Coadjutors ard Aflociares withift the 


ſame Church. Ir may be faid, there muſt be bur 6ne Biſ hop in 'or- 
der toall the other Churches of the Cities. Secondly, this may be 
affirmed as ſtanding by Canon, or as divine inſtitution. Now the af- 
ſumprionis true, onely by Law Ecclcfiaſticall, For the Scriprure is 
laid ro have placed Preſbyters who did'Superintendere, As 20» on 


md 
can... 


— 


' 
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that there were Biſ hops at Phz/5pps. True it is,rhe Scripture doth nor 
diſtinguiſh how mauy of the one forr, or how many of the orher,be= 
cauſe no doubr fur rhe number of the Congregations, a fingle Preſ- 
byter labouring in the Word,or rwo, the jy nn web ro the other 
might be placed. Secondly,ir is reftitied by Epiphanzus, that ordinaril 
all Ciries bur Alexandria had rwo. Thirdly, Ierom on x Tim. 2. Jorh 
ſay,rhat now indeed there may be bur one Bi hop, meaning Canoni- 
cally,making a difference rwixt the preſent rime, and time Apoſto- 
lique. Fourrhly, Auſtin did not know it was unlawfull : Yea he did 
onely in regard of the Decree of Nice account it ſo, Ep.110, neither 
did Church or-people ever except againſt the contrary,bur as a point 
againſt Canon, which mighr in ſome caſes be diſpenſed with as the 
ſtory of Narciſſus,and Alexander, and Liberius,and Fehx, doth more 
then manifcſt. For _ the people of Rome cried out,one God,one 
Chriſt,one Biſ hop,yer they yeelded ar their Emperours ſuite, where- 
a had ir been a thing they had all thought ro have been againſt 
Chriſts inſtiturion,rhey would nor have done.Vide Sox.l.4.c.14-Fiftly, 
I*roms peerleſic power, is nothing bur Conſul-like prefidence above 
others; forrhis he pleaded for,writing againſt Iovinzan, 1.x. amongſt 
the Apoſtles hembthves, thar ſchiſme-mighr be avoided. Wherefore 
we yeeld the concluſion in this fence, that the Bif hop jure humans, 
hath a ſingularity of preheminence before others, as by Ecclefiaſticall 
law there might be bur one onely Arch-biſ hop. 


13: Argument. 

Thoſe who had peerelc{e power above others in ordination and 
jurifdiftion, they were ſuch as had preheminence and majority of 
rule over | ms Bur the _ 1s due to Bif __ Unlefle this fin- 

2xity 0 er were yeelded, there would be as many ſchiſmes 
ae on ho The ani proved. Thoſe who hos a peculiar 
er of ordination above others, they are m prehemmence and power be- 
fore others. But Bishops have, Ergo, they are in,&c. The a umprion 
roved. That which was nor in the Pref byters of Epheſus and Crete 
fore Timothy and Titus were ſent, bur in the Apoſtles, and after in 
Tymothy and-Titws, and their ſucceſfours, that is a peculiar of Biſhops. 
Bur ordination was.not in the Pref byters, &c. Ergo. The afſumpri- 
on proved. That-which theſe were- ſent ro do, Pref byrers had not 
erto do, Ir was therefore in them, and ſuch as ſucceeded 


- them , the Bifhops of Epheſis and Crete, Againe, the Scrip= 


tures, Councels, Fathers ſpeake of the ordainer as one. Ergo, 
it.was the peculiar right of the Biſ hop, and the Biſhop one- 
Iz... He onely by was punif hable for irregularity in 
ordination, And Epiphanius makerth this the proper pows . 
er of a Biſhop to beger Fathers by ordination ,. y = 
rel- 
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Preſ dorh Ser ine. And 19994; oth c ordinaty- 
on as the Biſhops ——— a moſbunequaliso them. 


Hnſywer . 


I anfwet the Propoſirion de rrntons om by difttiction. 
Thoſe who have peerelefie power i regard of the fniple: riphic '£6 
ordaine ; vis. itt regard wonneticy trakant the 
rite of ir;ch6ſe who have 4 right to thefts rhines from C 
and his Apoſtſes which no haye, — — 

- Apainyperrcteſſe power in a Biſhop over Pref byrers | 

Ela bn or rare oy diftriburrvely or collectively aſy rhe 
He rhat hath peeretefſe power given him;whieh fo vie of rhe ther 
harh.is cor preſently of agreater degree, Hor Hach Hot maforiry &f 
rule amongſt others,asa ii the Senate : Bur if he have @ peer 
lefſe power,fach as they all collectively corfidered;canmot toheronte, 
5 IEICE alwnption will then be fornd 
ro hdlr, 

To the provfe of the aſſumption. The 'Propohtioh' is True bf 
power in order to the thing it ſelfe, wor ro miniſtring the rite , ad 
executing the act, which may be relerved for honour ſake ro one, 
by thoſe who otherwiſe have equall power with him. That Biſhops 
have this power in order, the thing ir felfe agreeing ro then, ' Vs p#6« 
pris officit, not by commiſſion from others, we deny. The affiumprj- 
on is wholly denyed. As forthe provfe of it. 'Firſt, we that deny 
that Evangelifts had not power to ordaine, as well-as rhe Apeltles. 
Secondly,that Preſbyrers had nor this power m a Chutch planted 
well as they. -Evety one as feltow fervants might conſpire #1 the 
fame ordinatwon. "The Evyangelifts power did not derogare from whe 
Apoſtles, the Preſbyrers from neither of them. Bur power bf itn- 
Lg hands "ne —_— — not CO 

. appropriated to poſtks van- 
geliſts, whoſe office ie wear bibour in erecting the frame of Chur- 
ches-. Secondly, the affumprion is falſe ; in denying thar it was th 
the power of Preſbyrers ro lay on hands, contrary to that in Ti- 
mah The grace given thee by laying on of the hands of the Preſbyrery. 

rdly, it is falle, in preſuppoſing others then Preſbyters to have 


Paſtors,cach concurring in their ſeveral] ofticrs tothe Fane ſervice 
of Chriſt the Lord. Set , I anſwer ro the aſſimprion. That - 
ers were to be p in Churches framed where there 


ere Fre » or Where there were as yet none, © In 
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Srft Churches, they are bid ordaine if &ny reed further, bur ho 


jure Ecclefie, rot without the concurrence of others. In tte latter 
Churches whick were to Ee cc: ftituted, they way be conceived as 
Evargebiſts, with ſole power of ſetting Prel byters ferth by this rite 
of impdliticn of hards. We hold Apoſtles might Co it, Evarg e- 
liſts might, and the Presbyters alſo. Yea Pres tcrs in Alexenaric, 
when now their firſt Presbyter was deceaſed, did ordaine the fol- 
lowing : For the Canon of three Bishops , and Metropolitars, 
added! by the Nicene Courcell, was not known yet. Neverthelefle 
it grew timely to be reſtrained ro Bishops, the perfcrming I meane 
of the ourw ard rite and figne ; but onely by Canon, as Couſignation 
was alſo, fer which rhere 1s as ancient teſtimonies as this, that it was 
appropriate to the Bisghops. We grant therefore that antiquiry doth 
ſomerune ſpeak of the ordaiger as one. In the Churches of Affrica one 
did not lay on hands, yet in ſome other Churches the rite was by one 
adminiftred. Andir1s to be noted by the way, that «+ iwirzen®- 
in ſome Canons is not oppoſed to the Co-ordaining of Presbyrers, 
bur ro the number of Three, or many Bishops required in the orci- 
-naricn of a Bishop. They might therefore by their Canons be punish- 
able, becauſe regularly ard canonically the executing of it was con- 
mitted ro them.'T his 1s all that Epiphanis or leroms excepta ordmnatione 
can prove; :Burtheſe rwo concluſions we would ſee prooved our of 


'Scriprures and Fathers. Firſt, rhat ordinrion is an action of power 


of order,a power facramentall, which a-Presbyter hath nor.Secondly, 
that by verrue- of this power, the Bi got 


oo_ rituall callings ; but be hath 
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grace in their behalfe. For the Sacramentall «collaring of grace ſfan- 
Ctifying all callings,we have in theſe rwo Sacraments of Chrilts in- 
ſtirurion. Thirdly, there are many kindes of impoſition of hands in 
the Old and New Teſtamenr, yer cannot it be proved, rhar it is any 
where a proper Sacrament. Ir is then a rite, a geſture, a ceremony, * -}| - 
Egnifving a thing or perſon ſeparate, preſented ro God, prayed for to ws 
God. Thus Antiquity did think of ir,as a gefture of one, by praier ro 
God, ſeeking a blefing on every one chakn rorhis or that place of 
miniſtery. So Eccleſiaſtically it was uſed in baprizing , in conſecra- 
ting, in reconciling penetents,as well as ordaining : bur never granted | 
as a Sacrament in thoſe other caſcs by grant of all. Ir is then arite or- 
geſture of one, praying, Tertul. de bapt.Sheweth this, ſaying, Manus me 
poritur per benediftionem advocans &5 invitans ſpiritum ſanflum. Ierons | 
alſo contra Luciferanos, Non abnuo, hanc eſſe Eccleſie conſuetudinem. ut 
Epiſcopus manum wmpeſiturus excurrat ad invocationem ſpiritus ſanfts. Amb. | 
de digmt. ſacerdot.Sacerdos 4mponat. ſupplicem dextram. Auguſt. Qind altud 
eſt manus impoſitio quam oratio, E5c. The Greek Churches have ever-- 
given Orders by a forme of prayer conceived with” impoſition of 
hands. Hence it is, that they impoſed harids even on Deaconeſles, 
where it could not be otherwiſe conſidered then -a deprecative ge- » - 
ſture. Neither is it like the African Fathers ever thought ira Sacra-- »4 - 
ment, which no other had verrue and power ro miniſter, bur rhe Bi-" | 
Shop. For then rhey would never have admitted Pref byters to uſe- 

the ſame rite with them. For ſo rhey had ſuffered them ro prophane' | 
a Sacrament, wherein they had no power to intermeddle: Objg. | 
If. one ſay they did lay on hands with them, but rhe Bishops imp6- 
firion was properly Conſecrative and Sacramenrall, theirs Deprecative 4. 
onely. Anſwer. Beſides: rhar, this is ſpoken withont foundation, . 
how abſurd is it, that rhe very ſelfe-ſame Sacramentall rite should 
be a Sacrament in one Miniſters hand, and no Sacrament performed 
by another : Yea, when the Bishop doth ir ro a Pref byrer, or Dea- 
con, then a Sacrament ; when ro a Subdeacon, and other infggiour 
Officers, then none; ler any judge. - Aſtin did account no other of i 
tmpoſition of hands, then, a prayer over a man, accompanied with *:o 
thar geſture. * Secondly, they do nor think that the = ordaineth ; 
by divine right, ir being excepted ro him asa Miniſter of higher Sa- 4 
cramentall power : bur that he onely dorh brdaine quoad fignum && r1- 

tum extrinſicum, by the Churches commiſſion, though rhe righr' of 
ordaining be in all the Pref byrery alſo. As ina Colledge rhe fociety Ef a 
have right ro chuſe a Fellow, and ro ordaine him alſo, though the 
Maſter deth-atone lay on hands,and give admiſſion. Thos Teytm ſpeak 

c 


eth of- confirmation ; rhar-it-was reſerved fothe Rey ; "horiour 
{ake,rather then any neceflity of Gods' Law. Whence: by h 
and IG ollowerth they think nor ordinggon;or | cher 
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Fptſcopall royalties ro have been reſerved to him by divine right. 
Beſide, there are more ancient proofes for Canonicall appropriating 
eonfirmartion, then for this impoſition of hands.Cerne/:us ſpeakerh thus 
of Novatus, he wanted thoſe things which he Should have had 
* after .Baptiſme , according to the Canon, the ſealing of our Lord 
from a Bishop, Erſeb. /tb. 6. cap. 2g. So Cyprian to Iul. Neverthe- 
leſſe Ierem judgeth this alſo ro have been yeelded them for ho+ 
nour ſake. And we know that in the Bishops abſence, Presbyters 
through the Eaft did Conſignare, through Grecta , through Armc- 
nia. Neither would Gregory the great have allowed Presbyters in 
the Greek Churches to have confirmed, had he judged ir other- 
wiſe then Canonically ro belong ro the Bishops. That therefore 
which is nor properly a Sacramentall action, and that which is nor 
qp__— to & Bishop further then Presbyrers have commirred ir 
to him, that ;cannor make him in higher degree of miniſtery then 
.Preſbyrers are. 

Thirdly, in reconciling Penitents, the Presbyrers did it in caſe of 
the Bishops abſence : as 15ro be gathered from the third Councell 
of Carthage, 32. And who thinks blefſing ſo appropriare to a Bi- 
$hop, that Presbyrers may nor ſolemnly bleſſe in.the Name of the 
Lord , though Antiquity reſerved this ro him. Theſe therefore 
were kept to him, not a$-acts exceeding the Pref byters power of 
 order,but for the ſuppoſed honour of him and the Church. For as 
Ambroſe ſaith, ronmnes eadem poſſent irrationale, £5 wvulgars res , viliſque 
videretur. Ir pleaſeth Antiquity therefore ro fer up,one who Should 
giidad exercitum do many things alone, not becaute that Presbyters 


- could nor, bur it ſeemed in their eyegs.more to the honour of the 


Church, hat ſome one should be interefſed in them. 

Fourthly, Amalarins ina certain Book of ſacred orders,doth confure 
the doctrine of anuncertaine Aurhour., who taught that one Bishop 
onely. was to lay hands on a Deacon : becauſe he was conſecrated nor 
raPgzeſthood, but ro minittery and ſervice. Nunquid ſeriptor libells do- 
yn Apoſtolis quz poſuerunt plures manus ſuper Diaconos quando 
eonſecrabantur, £5 propterea ſolus Epiſcopus manus ponat ſuper Diaconum ac 


Ni ſolus peſſit | vartutem gratiarum quam plures Apoſtols precabantur. 
Optimum e s duces \equ,que certaverunt uſque ad plenam viftoriam. 
Whence it is plaine, he did know no further thing in impoſition then 


prayer,which the more impoſe, is the.more forcible, 
The. fourteenth Argument. 


, Thoſe who had jriclition over Preſ byers aiſing them, and 
esbyrers affixed ro Cures, a luperiority of poweg over ,&s | 
her Manulſers, Bur Bighops had fo, Big, Ges "The 
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The Affumyption is manifeſt. Ignatius deſcriberh rhe Bishop- from 
this, that he Should be the Governour of the Presbyrery whole 
Church, ipiaaer dgxom. And Trrom and Anſ!mn on the $3 Pfalme, , 
callthem the Princes of the Church, by whom $he is governed. 
The Afſumprion 35 proved particularly. Thoſe who had directive 

er above others, and coryective, they had majority of rule. Bur 
Þathops hd, Ergo. The Afſwnpton proved. Firlt, for directive 
ers were to do nothing without thein. Tone. ad 

Flop. ad — mighr nor minitter the Sacrament of the Sup- 
Meg a Sr They might 0 Epiſt.1. ad Iacob.Tert.Lib.de Bapt.Can. 


Soft gol Con. oO 4- 38- Con. Car.2. Can.g. Con.Gan. 16. Conc. 
Ant .Can. 


Sec hey had corrective power,it is proved, oaT2. 
| hear REED nor _— falle Apoftles,and is commended 
atira i ed for ſuftering rhe like. There- 


= had over other liniſters, Cyp- lib.z. E rellerh 
Ro 'heyhadpo bl power. ro have cenſured ' his 1 4 Terom:. . 
ſas Vigilanitiem, marvaileth that rhe ok where Vigulatius was, 
=_ _ _ the _— _ wry ſaith, pS gov _ 
n reqbyrers VES,L le. The Presbyrers a - 
ed ro places and Churches, were ny ro thes Bishops,for when oy 
_ vacant, the - = rc did ſupply them. Again, the P 
> nr om him, and t ewereunder him, and 
hn the Bihop. Thoſe of his Cuaglewaoun 
Ct tartan, hy might not go from one 
Diocefle to another without him, nor travell ro rhe-Ciry, but by his 
leave. The ma 4 was Rr ydary ,and might excommunicate them, 
Cypr. lsb.x. E Enſ-5, Cn oh 4 cop 59 Conc.Chal.cap.y. —_—— 
cap. Cone, Ant «cap. 4 ya _ Cart.2. cap. 7.Conc, Aﬀric. c 
29. Conc.Epheſ.cap.5. Conc. «| The examples of Alex 
and Chryſo | prove this.All econ acephali,head 
leſfe, that lived.nor —_— toa Bichop. The Paftoursof Parihes 
were either ſubject nb Barak prog brnaget 
Hd they Gena crete Ebel ro the outricy enljo 
, they were to rhe: and nur. 
riſdi&tion of the Bichop,.. voy _ 


Anſwer. 


propoſition of - the firſt - Armuſt: be thus framed.” . 
Thoſs who bad power of juriſdiction \n themlelves, wihour the COR» 
 arrence of other P1 flow | -yere. grogrer in 
no had por «; Tree they . 


of Dro cz An Biſhops« 


were more eminent Minifters', though they had not Monarchicall 
mT bur Conſul-like authority, and therefore when 
they affected this Monarchie,whar faid Ierom. Neverint ſe Sacerdotes 
eſſe non dominoes, noverint ſe non a4 Principatun vocares , ſed ad ſeroituan 
< #orius Eccleſiee. Sic Oregen in Eſa. Hom. 7, 
k B00 To the proofe of the Aſſumy _ e thar they bad this 
pang _ over all P ma 
—_—— by humane cdnſtioon | infallible. 
Thoſe who are. called _ ——— hoo 
es , Senuwres , [Pons Eccleſiarum prepefits ,., the- Bixhop had 
not, nor challenged nar that directive power-over them, which he 


did over thoſe who were numbred amongft his Clericks, who were 
| helps ro him in he vie in Chapoeli and Parishes which did de- 
1 —— _— {o ordi- 

him firit had power within their Churches, 


_ adminiſter, excommunicate, were counted brerhren xo the 
and called Epiſcops, or C ops eve of the Ancient ; Bur 


Bishops, 
= ——— ie, had thus > 
er over them, Pooliey ary ir ery ont. 
— I rake theſe RS 


oil ETD I 
_— wee "ports by che he Bi 
OIng ex w Were im t 1- 

aha con a ie, wh 


nons. Preaching did not ag yg 9 Me id be dele. 


m1 > — Fi ly, we read, thatby Laws was ed 

that x-waszaker away from them by the Bi hat 

it was ſtinted and.lmited ſometime as to of ax Lon 
19 


—_— _ and.en Commandergenes: a$K 15. 
conyerſant in rhe ancieat. Secoudly; 
tm elec ine one 


, 
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Chrifts corrective power impoſed.Secondly,we deny that this -nynj- 


- eriall power of cenfuring was wn. quas exerciſed by any Apoſtle 


or Evangeliſt, where Churches were conftirured. Neither 1s the wri- 


ting to one abaye orhers, an _—_ that he had rhe power todo 


all alone without-concurrence of others. 'To thar of Cyprian againſt 
Rogatian,we deny that Cyprian meaneth he would have done tt alone, 


.-or thathe and his Presbyrery- could have done it without the cop 
- » ſentof Biſhops neighbouring : bur that he mighr in-regular manner- - 


have been bould ro haye done it, becauſe he -mught be ſure. q0d nos 


. collegi,e tus omnes 1d ratum haberemus... Cyprian was of, _agenent, that 
. he himſelf mighr do nothing without the conſent of hi 

--mnlefſe he { hould violate his dutie, by running a courſe which ſtood 
-.not with the honour of his brethren. Ir was not modeſty mn. him ; 
- bur due obſervancy, ſuch as he.did owe.unco his brethren. Neither 
. did Cyprian ever ordinarily any thing alone. He.received ſome, the 


is Preſ byters, 


p_ and the brethren contradicting, /3b.x.Ep.3. but nar rill ſhe had 
waded them,and brought them to be willing. Thou ſeeſt - (ſaith 
) what pames Ihave to perſwade the brethren to patience. So 


k againe, 
I hardly perfwade the peoplezza even wrmg ut from them, #hat ſuch should 


be recerved. Neither did he take upon him to. erdaine-Preſbyters a- 


' Jone : bur propounded, :made _— for them, — that 
: $ 


further then:God did extraordinarily prevent borh him, 
they had the right of ſuffrage, no lefle then himſelfe, as by theſe Epi- 


. les may appeare, /ib.x. Eprit.20. lib. 2. Epiſt.5- lib.q.Epift p< Jeron 
pr_ grandiloquent ſamerimes) did never think 2Hif hop could 
aw | 


y withour hus Preſ byteris concurrend | te. If bo 
were as Moſes, yer he would have tele a hageveny. X 
Terom: doth write exprefly of all in 4 Bt nos ſenatum - 


mw, cetum Presbyterorum., ſine quorum zonfilio ythil ags a quoquam 
licet , ſicut Roman habuerunt ſenatum aljus confilio and. erebanture 
Epiphansus. ſaith. Biſhops governed Preſ byxers : bur ir doth not fol- 
low, that therefore they did it alone wxthour concurrence of their 


'Com-preſbyrers. As for the fixed Preſbyrers, the proofes are more 


unfufficient. The Biſhop ſupplied-rthem, therefore they were under 
him. For Colledges hand lmackes, yer have they no juriſdiction 
over them. Secondly, the Canons did provide ne plebs invite Presby- 
ter obteudererur. "Thr dſieguilh majority of rule from ſome 


we x 

' juriſdiction. We grams the Biſ hop had ſuch a juriſdiction as-concer- 

ned the Church, ſo farre as it was in ſociery with others, ſuch: as an 

- Arch-bishop hath oyer a Province ; but this did ſtand with the Re- 

rs a of juriſdiction within his own Church. Fourthly, thoygb - 
' 


power by his -miniſteriall interpoGrion, yer this:doth no 


«prove thexh dependant on him. Bur Bishops have theix- power from 
others ordaining them, to whoga notwithſtanding 'rhey- are fot uy 


> 


. 
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Jet in their Churches. In caſe. of Ci uens they. were ſubject ro 
the Biſhop with the Preſbyrery ,. yer ſo rhar could not be prc» 
* | ceeded againſt till conſent of” many other Bishops did rarifie the 
ſentence. Thus in Cyprians judgement , Biſ hops rthemfelyes delin- 
gent, rurning wolves,as Samoſatenus, Liberius, &c. are ſubject to their 
urches and Preſ byrers,to be depoſed and relinquif hed by them. 
| As for thoſe that were parr of his Glierts.ir is true, they were 1n grea- 
| xer meaſure ſubject to him, abſolutely in a manner for their direCti- 
= on * bur for this corrective poyyer he could nor withour conſent of his 
| Preſbyrersand fellow Biſ hops, do any thing. The Biſ hop indeed is 
onely named nfany times : bur it is a common Synecdoche, familiar 
ro the Fathers, who put the primary member of the Church for the 
{ repreſentarive Church, as Auguſtmme ſaith , Petrum propter Apoſtola= 
tus ſumplicitatem figuram Fceleſts g9ife- See Concil. Sardicen. cap.17« 
Conc.Carth.g. c.2.3. Tol.g. c.4. Soer. l.1.3. Sox.l.1.c.14. Asfor ſuch 
exaraples as Alexandery, 1t oy Shows tharany wilt bring ir, when he 
did irnot withour a Synod of many Biſ hops, yea without his Cler- 
gie; as ſirring in Judgement with - him. . Chyſoſtoms fact is nor 
ro be- juſtified : for it was alrogerher irregular, favouring of the ime - 
peruous nature ro which:he-was inclined , though in regard of his 
end, and unworthineffe'of his Pref byrers, it. may be*excuſed, yer it 
rh + is not to be imitated. As for thoſe headlefſe Clerks, it maKerh no» : 
thing forthe Biſhops majoriry of rule over all Churches and Pref- - 
byrers.in-them. For firſt, ir ſeemerh to be ſpoken of thoſe thar lived 
under the conduct of the Biſhop, a Collegiar life rogerher, Eoden; 
refeorio £5 dormiitorso' uitebantur, £3 Canomce wiventes ah Epiſcopo n= 
V4, crarnk Now whetall {uch Clerks did live then as members of 
a Colledge Maſter, itis no wonder if they be called head- 
lefle, who did'belong:4&o Rifhop.” Secondly, ſay ir were alike of 
” allPreſbyrers,whichwill dr be proved (for all Preſbyrers in” the 
Dioceſe were-not belongitig'to the Biſhops Clerks) ſay it-were,' yer 
will it not follow, rhat rhoſe who were under 'fome; were ſubje& ro 
his authority of rule. For there's ahead in regard of preſidency of | 
order, as well asof power. : Biſhops were ro finde our by . Canon the | 
chiefe Bif hop of: their Proavince-, and ro affoctare rhemſelyes with 
; "him; $o Biſhopsdonow live ranged under their Arct=biſ hops a | 
" heads. Prieſts rherefore as well as Clerks, did hve' under. fome ju- | 
riſdiction of rhe - Biſ _ :* bur ſuch/as did permit rhem coercive : 
urches, fuch as madethe Biſ hops a head in 
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Tothe laſt nificutatio ling that Bishops had the of 
0 I ig +: open goverrninenr 
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ha fected weed Oh the er Wel 


we affſtenes did TEL what - = had the _ 


of Rpericrey none Manes ons way Om rents 


GO 


Hhſwer 
| Tote prong HET ob pc eg 


fetſrative Catholike: propound she ny 
demne 4 particular cruth, ad yereine« Cate Oh - To 


dehidll of ſuperiority,but that onely whith Aeris run into. Now, 
Eſp, 3: did with Lrom deny 


ty of any kinde,as due by.Chriſts ordinance ; for this opimuon was ne- 
ver counted <4 as 6 er ay. a6 dd ccrdraythaed, 
aCtuall adminiſtrarion ; 


that Bichops were wand eparicur lythate be could 
not be ſo mad. If be Ml Gur <Bakap hed echuall, how — 


have affeted ro honour -Deniall of ſaperio- 
SEES wr dage rhr nd op = 
hath, in a Kingly Monarchicall majority rule, this deniall is 
Hot here condemned : nu goahoapinarubute 


in regard of honour and dignity, joyned with Khifme, was 
ral Er Tae 
rule, keeping the bond.of loye;was' condemned. N 
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The affumprion therefore if ir aſſume nor of this laſt dentall, then 
gan it not conclude againſt us. Ergo, it is a truth that ſome Miniſters 
may be above otherſome, in crdcr,honour,and dignity. Bur they un- 
ferſtand not by crder ſuch an order onely as 15 diſtinct, becauſe 

me degree of dignity is appropriate roit, which 1s nor ro other. 
Though this argument therefore rouch vs not, yer to ſpeak a little 
further abour it, this opinion of Acrins i5 not to be handled too fe- 
verely : neither our Aurhours, D. Whitakerus, D. Remolds , Danevs , 
rw be blamed, who do in ſome ſert excuſe thim. Fer Bif hops were 
grown ſuch, that many good perſons were offended ar rhem, as the 
Audiani. Yea, it was ſo urdinary , that Tereme diſtinguif heth 
ſchiſme from hereſie, becauſe the one contained aflertions againft 
the faith, the other ſevered from rhe Church by reaſon of diflenting 
from Biſ hops. See him on Tt.3.10. Neither 1s it plaine that he was 
an Arrian. Epiphanius reportcth it, bur no other, though writing of 
this ſubject and ſtory of theſe times. Sure it is, Enſtathius was 4a 
ftrong Arian, whom Acrins did oppoſe. Neither is it ſtrange for Bi- 
ow ro faſten on thoſe which diſſent from them in this point of their 
trechold, any thing whereof there is but ungrounded, ſuſpicion. Are 
nor we traduced as Donariſts, Anabapriſts, Puritanes ? As {cr his opi= 
non, they thought it rather ichiſmaricall, then herericall : and therc« 
fore happily called ir heretic, becauſe ir included errour in their un- 
derſtanding, which with {chiſmaricall pertinacy was made heretie. 
Neither is 1t likely that Ep:phanws doth otherwiſe count it herehie,nor 
Auſtin following him.For though Auſtin was aged,yert he was ſo hum- 
ble,thar he ſaith, Angrſtinus ſenex a puero nondum annculo paratur firm 
edoceri. Neither was 1t prejudice ro his worth for to follow men more 
atricient then himfſelfe,who in likel:hood \ hould know this marter al- 
ſo berter. As for his calling it hereſie, it 15 certaine he would not have 
this in rigour ſtrained. For he doth proteſt ( in his Preface unto thar 
Book of herefies) that none to his rhoughr, can in a regular definition 
comprehend what thar is which makerh this or thav ro be herehie. 
Though therefore he doubred nox of this, that Aerius was 1n errour, 
ſuch as all Carholikes ſhould Jecline: et ir doth not argue that be 
thought this errour in rigour and formall propriety, to have been he- 
xelfie. Thus much for this lat Argument. : 
_- On the contrary fide I propound theſe Arguments following to be 
{Eriouſly confidered. © @ 


Argument T. 
Thoſe whom the Apoſtles placed as chiefe, in their firſt coriſti- 
ing of Churches, and left as their Succeſſours in their laſt fare- 


wels which they gave 30 the Churches, they had none ſuperiour to 
_ "Wemmthe Churches Þur they firk placed Preſbyters, _—_ 
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with the Word and governing : and ro thoſe in their laft departings 
they commended the Churches. Ergo. The Afſumprion is denied : 
they did nor place them, as the chiefe ordinary Paſtours in thoſe 
Churches, bur placed them to reach and govcrne, # foro anterno : 
with a reference of ſubordination to a more eminenr Paſtour, which 
when now they were grown to a juſt multitude fhonld be given 
ro them. The Apoſtles had all power of order and juriſdiction : they 
gave to Preſ byters power of order, power to teach, miniſter Sacra» 
ments,and ſo gather together a great number of thoſe who were yet 
ro be converted ; bur Rept the coercive power in their own hands, 
meaning, when now by the Prel byters labour, the Churches were 
own to a greater multitude, meaning (T ſay) then ro fer over them 
ome more eminent Paſtours, Apoſtolicall men, ro whom they woulds 
commur the power of government,thar fo they mighr rule over borh 
the Preſ byters and their Churches ; and ro theſe with their Succeſ- 
ſours,not to the Pref byters, were the Churches recommended. All 
which 15-an audacious fiction , withour any warrant of Scripture, or 
ſhew of good reaſon. For it is confeſſed, that Preſ byters were placed 
art the firſt conſtirurion,as the Paſtors and Teachers of the Churches. 
Now it the Apoſtles had done this with reference ro a further and 
more eminent Paſtour and Governour, they would have intimated 
ſomewhere this their intention : bur this they donor ; yea,the contra= 
ry purpoſe is by them declared. For Peter fo biddeth his Pref byters 
feed their flocks, as that he doth infinuate rhem ſubject ro no other 
but Chriſt,the Arch-1 hepheard of them all. Again, the Apoſtles could 
not make the Preſ byrers Paſtours without power of government. 
There may be governours without Paſtorall power ; but not a Paſtor 
withour power of governing. For the power of the Pedum, or She 
heards ſtafte,dorh mrrinſecally follow rhe Paſtorall cffice. Whar like- 
lyhood isghere,thar thoſe who wege ſer as Parents ro beger children, 
hould nor be trufted with power of the rod,wherewith children now 
begorren are to be nurtured and kept in awe beſeeming them ? If ir 
be laid,every one fit for the office of a Teacher, was not fit for a Go- 
yernour. I anſwer, he thar is fit to be a Paſtor reaching and governing 
3x foro mterne,is nach more fit ro be a Governour externally : he who 
1s fit for the greater, is fit for the lefler. It was a greater and more A 
ſtolicall work to labour converſion,and bring the Churches a handfull 
in the planting(as ſome think)ro become numberſome in people,them 
It 1$ 0 | — them being converted. And it isabſurd ro think that 
thoſe who were fit to gather a Church, and bring it to fulneſſe from 


{mall beginnings, ſhould nor be fir ro govern ir, bur ſtand in need to 
have ſome one ſent,who mighr rule them and the Churches they had 
collected. Secondly,theſe Preſ byrers were ( as themſelves confefle) 
qualified with the extraordinary gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, and choſen 


4 


— 
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by ſpeciall defignarion : ſo that to impure inſufficieney unto them, 15 
harsh,and injurious to God, as well as roman. Finally, by As 25. 
andx Pet.5. it is plaine, they do in their laſt farewels commir rhe 

ches unto the Presbyrers,nor ſuggeſting any thing of a further 
Paſtor to be ſent, who $hould ſupply their roomes : which yer they 
would nor have forgorten, being a thing of ſo great conſolation, had 
it been intended by them. - 


Argument 2. 
Thoſe who have the name and office of Bichops common to then, 


they have no ſuperiour Paſtours over them.Bur the Presbyrers Paſto- 
rall have that name and office arrribured ro them. For firſt, rhey are 


ſaid ro governe in generall. Secondly,there is nothing found belong- 


*ing.ro the power of the keyes in foro externe, bur the Scripture doth 


aſcribe it ro them, power of ſuffrage in councell, 4.1 5.power of ex- 
communication,which is manifeſt ro have been in the Church of Co- 
rinth when it had no Bishop, power of ordination, x T1m.4. If any fay, 
thar this their power was bur by commiſſion in them, and that they 
were ſubordinate to the Apoſtles in exerciſe of it, being to receive 1t 
onely unrill ſach rime as more eminent Paſtours should be given: I 
anfwer,all this is ſpoken graes,withour any foundation, and therefore 
no more ealily youched then rejected. The Presbyrers ſo had this 
er,thar they did commit it to the Biſhops, as we $hall shew after: 
and therefore ir muſt have been in them, not by extraordinary com= 
miſſion, bur by ordinary office. Secondly,they were ſubject in exer- 
ciſe ronone bur Chriſt and rhe Holy Ghoſt, who onely had our of 
authority truſted rhem with ir. If the Apoſtles and they did concurre 
in doing one and the ſame thing, they did it as inferiour ro the Apo- 
ſtles,and ſervants of a lower order,nor with any ſubjection to them, 
as heads of derivation, ſerving Chriſt their onely Lord, no lefſe im- 
mediately then the Apoſtles themfelyes. . 


Argument bh 


Thar which is found in all other orders of Miniſters inſtirured by 
Chriſt , may be preſumed likewiſe in the order of Paſtors and Do- 
Roours: bur in all other orders, there were none that had ſingulari- 
ty of preheminence and majority of power above other. No 
Apoſtle, Propher , Evangeliſt had this rule one oyer another. If 
the Propoſition be denyed, upon fſuppoſall of a different rea- 
ſon, becauſe that though parity in a few extraordinary Mi- 
niſters mighr be admitted withour diforder , yet in {a mulri- 
made of ordinary Miniſters, it could not but breed ſchiſme and 
confuſion, and therefore as the order of Prieſthood was divided into 
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a high Prieſt, and other ſecondary ones, ſo is it fir rhar rhe Preſ byrers 
of the New Teſtament { hould be divided, ſome being in the firſt, and 
ſome in the ſecond ranke. To this I anſwer, the *ariry is rhe more 
dangerous, by how much the places are ſuper-eminent. Secondly , 
rhough Paſtours { haul be 2quall, yer this would not briag parity 1n- 
ro the Miniſters of the Church, ſome whereof {ſhould bc in degree 
inferiour to other, the governing Elders ro the Paſtours, and rhe Dea- 
cons to them. Thirdly,if every Church being an Eccleſiaſticall bo- 
dy, 1 hould have govcraours every way equall, there were no feare of 
confution,ſeeing Ariſtocracy, eſpecially where Gol ordainerh it, 13 a 
forme of government ſufficient ro preſcrve or 1-r. Bur every Church 
might then do whar ever it would within it ſelf2. Not fo neither ; for 

it 15 ſubject ro the cenſure of other Churches Synodically afſembled, 
and ro the civill Magiſtrate, who in cafe of delinquency, hath dire- 
cive and corrective power over it. Parity doth not ſo much indan- 
er the Church by ſchiſme, as imparity doth by ryranny ſubject ir. 
As for the diftinEtion of Pri-{ts, we grant it; bur as man could not 
have made thar diſtinftion, had nor God ordained it in time of rhe ol! 
Teftamenr,no more can we under the New. Howbcir, that diſtin i- 
on of Prictts did bring in no ſuch difference in order and majority 01 
rule, as our Biſhops now challenge. ; 


A rgument 4- 


If ſome be inferiour unto otherſome im degree of poawer,ir thuſt be 
in regard of their power to t2ach,or rheir power to govern, or in the 
application of rhis power to their perſons, or in rezard of th people 
whom they teach and govern,or tinally,in regard the exerciſe of then 
power is at the direction of another. Bur no Paſtour or Teacher de- 

2nderh on any orher bur Chriſt for any of theſe. Ergo. The Propo- 
tition ſtanderh on a ſufficient ennmerartion : the afſumprion may be 
proved inthe feverall parrs of ir. The former branch is thus cleared. 
Firit,the power we have,is the ſame cfſcntially with theirs ; yea,cvery 
vay the lame. Secondly, we have it as immediately from Chriſt as 
they.I ſhew them both thus : The pouwer of order is the power which 
inablzth us ro preach and deliver thz whole counſell of God, and to 
miniſter all Sacraments,ſfealing Gods Covenant. Now unlefſe we will 
with the Papiſts, fay thar Preaching 1s no- neceſſary annexum to the 
Pref byters office, or that h's power 1s a rudimentall limited power, as 
r6 open the Croc, Lords Prayer,and Commandements onely,or thar 
he harh nor the full power facramentallrhere being other Sacraments 
of ordination and confirmation which-we may nor miniſter,all which 
are grofle, we mult yeeld rheir power-of order ro be the ſame. Yea, 
were theſe Sacraments properly ,. they are. both grounded in rhe 


power 
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power a Preſ byter hath: Ordination in Doe ei in remembrance of 
me : confirmation in power to Baprize. The power being the ſame, - 
it iS happily in one immediately, and in rh& other by derivation 
from him. Nothing lefſe. All grant that: Chriſt doth immediately 
give it,even as the inward grace of every Sacrament commeth prin- 
cipally from him. The Church, did ſhe give this power, might 
make the Sacrament and preaching which one doth in order, no Sa- 
crament, no preaching. The Pope durh nor (if we follow rhe com- 
mon [en challendze ſo much as ro give the power of orderto 
any _—_ or Prieſt wharſ5ever. If you {ay,the Presbyrer js ordained 
by the Biſhop, char is notaing : fo 15 the Bishop by other Bishops, 
from whom norwirhſtanding he receiverh not this power. We will 
rake this as granted of all : though the truth is, all do not main- 
raine it from right grounds. Bur it will be ſaid, rhe Presbyrer 1$ in- 
feriour in jugiſdiction, and can have none but what is derived to 
him from the Bishop , who hath rhe fulnefſe of it within: his Dio- 
celan Church. Bur this is falfe, and grounded on many falſe pre- - 
ſumprtions. As firſt, that Miniſters of the Word are not properly 
and fully Paſtors ; for ro make a Paitor, and give him no help againft 
the Wolfe, is ro furnish him forth imperfe&ly. Secondly, it prefu 
poſerh the power of juriſdiction to be given originally and fontally 
ro one pertion of rhe Church, and fo ro others, whereas Chriſt hart: 
commurred it orsgznaliter, and exerciztatirve to the repreſentative 
Church, that they mighr Ariſtocrarically adminiſter ir. Thirdly, rhis 
reſuppoſerh the plenirude of regiment to be in the Bishop, and from 
ſm ro be derived to other : which maketh him a head of virruall in- 
fluence,rhar in his Church, which the Pope dorh challenge in regard 
of all Bishops. For his headship *and ſpirituall ſoyeraignty ftanderh . 
according to Bellarmime in this, that the Government of all foro 
externo, iS commirred to him. Not ro mention, how Bishops, while 
they were Bishops, gloried of their chaire and reaching,as the flower 
of their Garland, preferring it farre before Government, bur when 
rhey were fallenfrom their ſpiritual felicity, and infe&ted with ſe- 
cular ſmoke, then they recommended rhe labour of reaching ro rhe 
Presbyters, then their jurifdiction and confiftory did carry all the 
credire, every Office in the Church being coumed a dignity ,/ as ix : 
had more or leffe juriſdiction annexed ; as thoſe are more' or tele 
honourable in the Common-wealth , which have civilF authority 
in lefle or greater meaſure conjoyned.:. The truth is, ir cannor be 
Shewed thar God ever made Pafſtour withour this juriſdiction ; for 
whether ir doagree ro men as they are Paſtors,or as they are Prelaves 
in the-Clhurch, it cannor be avoided, bur that the Paſtour Should have 
It, becauſe though eyery Preſut or Prelatus,be not a Paſtor, yer every 
Paſtour is Pric{arrs, in ordertio thar Chas where he. is thay <* 
3 | 
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and ordinary Paftour. Yea, when cenſure is the moſt $harp (pirituall 


medicine, it were 1ll with every Church, if he who is reſident alwaies 
among them as their ſpiriruall Phiſition, should nor have power in 
adminiſtring it. Thirdly,I ſay, no Miniſter hath majority of power 
1m applying the power of order or juriſdiction to this or that perſon, 
In the application there is a Miniſtery of the Church inte 
bur ſo that Chrift onely is the cauſe with power, not onely why 
Presbyrers are m the Church, bur why Thomas or Ioþx is choſen to 
and beſtowed on rhis or rhar place. A Maſter onely doth our of 
power take every ſervant into his houſe : ſo God in his. God did 
chuſe Aarons Sonnes with the Levires, and Chriſt rhe 70 nor medi- 
ately leaving it to the arbitrement of any to ſer our rhoſe that should 
ſtand before him. God doth ever onely in regard of meu ap- 
ply all power Ecclefiaſticall to every particular perſon, his fole au- 
thoriry doth it, rhough ſometime as in ordinary callings, the mini» 
ſtery of others doth concurre. The Church is 1n ſerring our, or, ors 


daining this or that man, as the Colledge is inchuſing , when che + 


- » 


taketh the man whomthe Starute of her Founder doth moſt mants - 
feſtly deſcribe, or where the Kings mandate doth ſtri&tly injoyne, 
it would otherwiſe bring an imperiall power into the Church. For 
though many Kings cannot hinder bur that there. shall be ſuch and 
ſuch officers , and places of government as are in their Kingdom, 
yet while they are free at their pleaſure ro depute this or that man to 
the places yacant, they have a Kingly juriſdiction in them. Briefly, 
God doth ever apply the power. Eccleſiaſticall unto. the perſon ; 
ſomerime alone by himſelfe, as' in the Apoſtles, and then he. doth 
It tam arione ſuppoſiti quam virtuty : ſometime rhe Miniſtery 
of mar. corſcurring extraordinarily, as whgn God extraordinarily 
directerhy perſon to go af one to this or that place}, as he did. « 
Samuel to anoint Saul... Or: 

Writ and Spirit, guidemen to take any to this or hoy gone in his 
Church,which he doth ly by his written Statutes , partly by 
his Spirit : and thus he do A & the application ogely inanediatioe 
wirtuts,not ſuppoſits. + | bs. ' 

Ob. Bur yer Biehore have the Churches,ard the care of them wholly 
committed tothem ; though therefore Miniſters have equall power 
x0 them, yer they cannot withour their leave have any place with» 
in their Churches, and therefore are infexiour, in as much as the 

ople with whom they exerciſe their power of order and Juriſdi- 

Biek, are afligned torhem by the Bishop the proper Paſtor of them, 
This is an errour likewiſe : For Ged doth make no Miniſter ro whom 
he doth not affigne a flock which he may attend. God calleth Mi. 
giſters, not to a faculty of honour , which doth ifie them with 
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they may exerciſe their power received , as the Emperour did make 
| Chartularios judices, who had a power to judge cauſes if any would 
ſubject himſclfe rorhem. Or as the Count Palatme hath ordinary 
Judges, who are havitu rantwm juices, having none under them, 
amongſt whom they ma pr” jurifdiction. Or as the Univerſity 
* -. «= giveththedegreeof a Poctour of Phyſick , without any Parients 
among whom he may practiſe. Bur Gods Miniſtery is the —_— 
of a man to an actuall adminiſtration, Goe teach : and rhe power 
order 15 —_— by the way, bur a relative reſpect, founded in this, 
that I am called ro ſuch an aCtuall adminiſtration. Now there can- 
not be an act commanded, wirhour the ſubject abour which it is oc 
cupied: orherwiſe, God Should give them a faculry of feeding, and 
teave them depending on others for Sheep to feed;God should make 
$ ©. _' them bur remote porentiall Miniſters, and rhe Bishop aQtuall. 
- %., Thirdly,the Holy Ghott is faid ro have ſer the Presbyrers over their 
aa. + Flock. A man taking a Steward,or other Servanr into hig houſe, doth 
ive him a power of- doing ſomething, ro his Family ; and never 
inketh of taking ſervants, further then the necellity of his houshold 
doth require : ſo 1s it with God in his Church, which is his Houſe : 
for the exizency of his people ſo require, he doth nor call any to the 
function of Miniſtery.Again,this is envugh ro ground the authoriry 
which Antichriſt aſumerh : For ſome make his ſovefaignty to 
ſtand onely in this, norrhar he giveth order or power 'of juriſdicti- 
on, bur thar he giverh to all Paſtors and Bishops rhe moyrie of Sheep, 
on whom rhis their power is exerciſed, Chriſt having given him 
care of all his Sheep, Feed my Sheep. So Vaſquez, if a Bisho 
challenge all the in a Dioceſan flock cohe his, and he har 
er to aſſigne the ſeyerall flocks under him, ke dot an 
ntichriftian authoriry. Finally , ihe Churches be the Bighops 
through the Dioceſſe , Miniſters then axe under in their 


Priefts and ven, whe belonged ;ro theix 
W onged ro his. Againe, 

rers office, as amply as any other. A 

Legare dependerh on none for inſtructions, bur on kin charkndah 
b. him ; now every Minifter is an Embaſſadour of Chrift. By thei. 
x" fon a Miifter Should be accountant ro man for whar he did in 
| Muultery, if bis exexcifing of ic did depend on man. on 
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Should Miniſters immediately orely ſerve God, in as wich as they 
have done this or that,to which rhe Bixho did direct them. More=- 
over,Should the Bishop bid him not x reach at an 2s rarely, teach 
enly ſuch ard ſuch rthings,cr ceme ard live from his charge, be should 
rot fin1n obeying him. Bur man carrot limit that power of nuniſtery 
which he cannor give. Ir is not with Gods fervants m his Church, 25 
with civill ſervantin the Common-wealth : for here ſcme tervants 
are above others whom they command as they will fuch as arc cal- 
ded ſervs ordinari or prefeſiti, icme are under others ro CZO this or 
that cemmanded by them, ccmmonly called {crv vicar : but in the 
Church all ſervams ſerve their Maſtcr Chriſt , neither havirg ary 
that they. can command, nor being under any but Chriſt fo ar to be 
commanded by then. But it may be objected , rharGcd bath ore 
dained ſome to be helps ard af. fans ro ctherieme. Ir 1s ſaid that 
God hath ordained powers, helps, governcurs, 2 Cer.12.$. and were 
not the Evangeliſts aſſiſtants ro the Apoſtles, doing that ro which 
they directed them? To this I anſwer, that the helps Ged bath pur 
in his Church reſpect the calling of Deacons, ard tuch 4s miniftred 
to the infirme ones: As for Evangcliſts, they were cc; anicns-and 
aſſiſtants ro the Apcſtles, bur it was in crdcr to tke work of God in 
their hands, whith they were to ſerve, rot in order to their perſons, 
, aS if they had been ſubjected ro them in any ſcrvile inferiority. Ob» 
ſerve how Paul ſpeaketh of them, 2 Cer. 8.23. Titus was his compa» 
nion and helper rowards them, Phil.2.25. Epaphreditus was his bro= 
ther and helper in his work, aud fellow Could ier, 1 Thef. 3. 2. Times 
thy was his Coadjutor in the Goſpell of Chriſt, 2 Tim. 4. 11. Marks 
was helpfull in tke Miniſtery. The truth is, this was ja non 
perfae ſed reals, the Evangel ſts did ſerve the work the Apcſtles 
ad in hand, withour being ſervants to their perſcns. When Brick- 
layers worke, ſome mixe Lime,and make Morter,ſome beare up Tile. 
and Morter , ſome fit on' the Houſe and there Jay that which is 
brought them. 'T heſe are all fellow ſervants, yer doth ſerve 
ro ſer forward the worke of the other. Burt were theFmax left ro the 
direction of the Apoſtles, w in exerciſe of theirzealling? I an- 
ſwer,as Chriſt gave ſome to be Eyangeliſts, ſo. he made them know 
from himſelfe what belonged ro'their office 


leave them tothe direction of any... There is a double diretion, 
poreſtatrwva , which is CR == majority of rule '-ex «vtreriad'y 
the other ſoczals, ſuch as one ſeryant, -haying ifig/knowledge © 
his Maſters will. and ripe experience, may give 29 another The 
Jatrer kinde of direction it was, not t bic 
neſted, Which though comma Paul wee 
« owaiyerlally, burtharthey wen Jawetine of their own 
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hirher and thirher, as may be gathered, 2 Cer. $.16.17.and 2-7.24-1 7 


The fifth Argument. 

Thar which the Apoſtles had nor over Prophets, Evangelifts, Preſ- 
- byrers,nor Deacons themſelves, that power which rhe Church hath 
CEP, nor over any member, the Bishop hath nor over other Minifters. Bur 
| they had not over any interiour Officers any majority of directive or 
corrective power : neither hath the Church it ſelfe any ſuch power. 

Ergo. The afſumprion is proved : For majority of directive and cor- 
refive power is a Lord-like and Regall power : now there is no fiich 
power in the Church,or in the Apoſtles, or in any but onely in that 
one Lord: all other power _ a declarative and execurive mi- 
niſtery,to ſignifi and execute whar Chriſt our of majority of- power 


y > would have ſignified and pur in execution. 
The fixth Argument. 


That which doth breed an Antichriſtian uſurpation, never was of 
Chriſts inſtirurion.Bur Bishops mayoriry of power in regard of order 
and juriſdiction,doth fo : Erge. That which maketh the Bighop a head 
as doth mfluere derive the power of externall government ro other 
| © his aſſiſtants thar dorh breed an Antichriſtian u urpation.Bur to claim 
the whole power of juriſdiction rhrough a Diocelan Church,doth ſo: 
for he muſt needs ſubſtirute helpers ro him, becauſe it is more then by 
himſelfe he can perform. Bur this is it which-maketh Antichrift, he 
doth rake upon him to be head of the whole Church, from whom is 
derived this power of externall government : and the Bishop dorh no 
leſle in his Dioceſan Church, thar which he uſurperh differing in de- 
gree onely and extenſion, not in kinde from that which the Pope ar- 
rogatethbylf ir be ſaid thar his power is Antichriſtian, becauſe it 1s uni- 
yerſall : it is not ſo.Fer w power lawfull,the univerſality could 
not make ir. Angichriftian. The Apoſtles had an univerſality of autho- 
wh £ rity,yet no riſts, becauſe it did nor make them deriving 

= ro others from their fulnes: it was not Prince-like majority of power, 


hs o . but Steward-like and miniſteriall - Ifone douturp a Kingl 
Kene onely,he were an Anti-king ro no Iefle 


A Fekadecien be procluned han ing: of England, 

| I Scotland, 
4 > "and Ireſand. There 3s but one Lord, pra ahes Lyuter mr Nei- 
i} « ther doth this make the P poper Pewcans it.$ not under 
| Synod :-for the beſt of the ___ iris the moſt common 
; that be is ſubject ro an icall Councell. Secondly, 
we | be ſubject, yet that dorh nor hinder, bur he may uſurp a 
- $ —_  Kingly government? for a King may have a Kingly p ig; we 
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red Neirher doth this make rhe Bil hops 1+ fill un one Church, bee 
cauſe H2e may manage it, and the Popes u;.lawtall, becaule none is 
ſufficient to ſway ſuch a power through the whole Church : for rhen 
all che power the Pope doth c:Henve,:s not | » ' our pr tech dens une 
Liwfull,by reaſon of mans unlufficienc, , who caunort weild fo grear 
& 113ArtEr 


The ſeventh Argument. 


Thoſe Miniſters who are made by ne parent in the ſame words, 
have equall authoriry : bur all Miniftcr o- r2e word are «nale by the 
ſame parent, in rhe ſame words, Recerve +44.) Holy Ghjf,whor fins ye fore 
give,&5c. Ergo. The propoiition is denyed : becaute rhe fence of the 
words is to be underſtood according as the per'.ns give leave ro 
whom they are ſpoken. TT hele words ſpoken to Apoſtles, rhey gave 
larger power then to a Bishop : and ſo ſpoken ro a Pres>yrer they 

ive him lefſe power then ro a Bishop. Af. If the Scripture had di- 

inguished of Presbyrers Paſtorall feeding with the Word, and made 
them divers degrees, as it hath made Apoſtles and Evangeliſts, rhen 
we would grant the exce; ton : but the Scriprure doth nor know 
this diviſion of Paſtours and DoRtours into chiefe and aflifte..t ; bur 
ſpeakerh of rhem as of Apoftles and Evangelifts, who were ainong 
Hemſetves equall in depree. Wherefore as no Apoſtle. received by 
theſe words greater power then another : fo no Paſtour or Teacher, 
bur muſt receive the ſame power, as who are among themſelves of 
the ſame degree. Secondly, were they difterent degrees,yet ir should 
g:ve the Pre -byrcr for k:n.!e,rhough nor of fo ample exrent as the Bi- 
Shop harn,as it giverh the Bishop rhe ſame power for kind& which rhe 
Apoitles had,though not ſo univeriall, bur contracted ro particular 
Churches. 

Now to come unto ſome concluſions or aſſertions which may lend 

livbr unto the deciding of this queſtion. 
© Concl.x. Let this he the firſt. No Miniſter of the Word hath any 
ower but miniſteriall in the Church. Power is- naturall or w.orall, 
Lrall is Civ:ll or Ecclehiaſticall. Civill is either Lord-like and ru- 
lng,or mmniſteriall and ſervile. So Ecclefiafticall,raken lar:;ely for all 


gre imam fog in, or objectively abour the Church, is either * 


ord-like and Regall, ſuch as 1s in Chriſt, or it is miniſteriall and ter- 

vile, ſuch as is in the Church,and the principall members of it. The 
power therefore of rhe Apoſtles themſelves and Evangelitts, is called 
Araxeria, Att.20. 1 Tim. g. yea {uch a ſervice, as doth make the Mini- 
ſters havurg it, fo ſervants, that they are no way Lords, ManyMimiſters, 
one Lord : we preach Chriſt,ou* ['lves your ſervants for Icſus ſake. S: Paul 
waketh his power 9ieward-like, not regall. Now as that is regall 
T, power 
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power which dorh any thing from the authoriry one hath in himielfe, 

or from ones pleaſure : fo that is miniſteriall power which doth no- 

thing but even the will and power of him thar is prineipall : a power 
which ſignifierh or executerh this or that ex mere alterius obſequze. 

Concl.2. Thus minifteriall power is no iperanrallertage qua 

liry inherent in the ſoule: bur a relative reſpect founded on this, that I 
am called by God to this or that actual adminiſtration in his Church. 
For it is not a power _ wherby a man 1s made able ro do ſome 
ſupernarurall a&t,which he could nor before in any maner performeg: 
bur it is reſpeCtively faid a power, in as much as it doth inable him to 
do thoſe acts in the Church of God lawfully,and ex «fficie,witiWhich 
before he mighr nor intermeddle. The pewer of a Deacon, Paſtour, 
Evangelift, Apoſtle, being ro one predicament in regard of that which 
is the genus or common nature of them : the power of the Church 
cannot be other.Narurall and civill power doth with vertue and effi- 
cacy teach rhoſe effects and ends to which they are deligned:beeauſe 
they are | ——_ ro them, and exceed not their activity : but 
Ecclefiaſticall power cannor thus concur to the end and effects for 
which iris ordained : becauſe they are ſuch as the omniporency of 
God onely can produce,as the converting or creating, grace in the 
hearr of a finner,to which no ſuperaarurall verrue in man can by any 
reall, though inſtrumentary,efficacy,conduce any thing. 

Cencluſ. 3. God hath nor given miniſteriall power ro any, which 
himſelfe is nor: perſonally ro diſcharge , nor in further plenitude 
then that by himſelte it may be performed. The reaſon is, becauſe 
God cannot give one the charge of doing more then a mans proper 
induſtry can archieve, bur he mnſt withall pur it in a mans power 
to rake others, and to impart with them power of reaching and go- 
verning, fo farre as may ſupply thar defect which is in his ſtrength 
ro pertorme it alone. He thar will have the end, will have thar 
without which the end canner be attained. If God would have 
any one an univerſall Paſtour to all the Churches of the world, he 
muſt needs allow him pow er to ſubſtirure Paſtours here and there, 
deriving unto them power both to teach and governe, fo far as may 
ſupply bis abſence in the Paſtorall care. If I will have one keep my 
Flocks which go in 20 Sheep-gares, if I commit them to one, 
I muſt needs regethcr give him leave to affume unto himfelfe ſuch 
as may be under- —_ ro him. Thus if God give a Bishop 
the plenitude of Paſtorall care and government over all the Pari- 
Shionall Churches through a Diocefle,, he muſt needs rogether al- 
Jow him ths power , of being a head of internall influence, even a 
head virtually communicating with others part of Paſtorall power, 
v hetizer teaching or government. Thus $hould none bur Bisho 
be ca fiiczo icryants wm Paſtorall cure ro God ; all others should 
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immediately and formally ſervants to the Bishop, aud do every thing 
in the name of the Bishop,being imumediarely onel», and in 2 remore 
ſenſe,rhe ſervants of God : as in the former compar:ſon of oe ſer- 
vant receiving from his Maſter the care of all the flock$he is the mas 
ters ſervant ro whom the maſter commirrerh rhe truſt, from whom 
he qnely lookerh ro ſee ir performed: bur thoſe whom cis Shepheard 
takerh ro himſelte for his aide,they come under his dommion,and are 
ſervants to him. If ir be taid, rhat God doth nor thus make the Bishop 
Paſtour,bur that he will likewiſe that there be Par:ish Paſtours under 
him,and helpers of government. To rhis I anfwer, if God will have 
rhem,rhen either afrer his own deſizneinenr, or clie leaving ir to the 
Bishops arbutrement : if he leave it ro the Bishops arbitrement, then 
the objection before is in force, God will look for the cure from him 
only,he $hall rake according to his judgement, ſuch as may help him. 
If God will have them atrer his own defignment, then he giveth rhe 
Bishop no more Paſtorall power then he caa diſcharge himlfelfe , o- 
rhers having their right in all the Bishop cannot execure , as well as 
the Bishop,and as unmediarely from Chriſt. Some write, as if the A- 
poſtles had rhe plenirude of all Paſtorall __ , thar from them ir 
might be derived to the Church,it being ſeen rhroughnarure, that in- 
fer1our things receive influence from the ſuperiour. Bur they miſcon- 
ceive the martrer ; they had onely a power to ſerve the Church with 
the perlonall ſervice of their Apoſtleſ hip. he Paſtorall power of E- 
vangeliſts,or of ordinary Paſtours and Teachers,they never had. For 
as Chriſt gave the one order,ſo the two other alſo, be the .gathering 
of the Sainrs,and ex-editying of the body of Chrift : and no perſon 
in any ranke had any power ro do rhis or that in the Church, further 
then himielfe might perform in perſon. The Steward in a houſe hath 
full power of a Steward, bur nor the power of all other Officers, as 
Clark of the Kitchin, Burler, Chamberlaine, &c. So in theſe divers 
orders of ſervants in Gods Houſe, his Church.1f rhe Apoſtles had had 
the fulneſſe of Paſtorall cure,they \hould then have ordained orhers 
Evangelifts,and Paſtors,nor onely by miniſteriall mediation of their 
ſons calling rhem, bur alſo by mediarion of verrue. | 
Concl.4. One minitteriall power may be in degree ofdignity a- 
bove another. For the power of one may be abour more noble acts 
then the power of anorher, or in the ſame kinde, rhe power of one 
may be more exrended, and the power of another more contracted. 
Thus the Deacons had for the object of their power and care, not ſo 
excellent a thing as that of Paſtours,Evangeliſts,and Apoſtles. Thus 
the power of ordinary Paſtours was not ſo univerſall as the Apoſtles, 
even as in the orders of ſervants domeſticall, ſome are implyed about 
lefler, ſome abour greater and more honourable ſubjects. 
/ | Gencls, No order of Miuſters or Seryants can haye majority of 
oe | | duective 
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direCtive and corrective power over thoſe who are in inferiour order 
of miniſtery and ſervice. The reaſon is, becauſe this exceederth the 
bounds of miniſteriall power,and is a participation of that deſporical 
power which is appropriate to the Maſter of the Family. 

Concl.g. Servants in one degree may have power to ſignifie their 
Maſters direction,and ro execure minifterially what their Maſter our 
of his corrective power inflicterh on their tellow-ſervantrs in other 
degrees. Thus Paſtours fignitie Gods will to governing Presbyrers 
and Deacons, whar he would have them ro do in their phces. us 
the Apoſtles might informe all orders under them. 

,Concl.7. 'I his power miniſteriall rending ro execute the pleaſure 
of Chriſts corrective power,was committed to ſofne in extraordina» 
ry degrees, perſonally and A and might be ſo in ſome caſes 
exerciſed by them. I mean fingulariry without concurrence of an 
others. This without doubt was 1n the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts: an 
it was needfull it ſhould be fo. tirit, becauſeir might be behovefull 
there ro excommunicate where as yer Churches were not rifen ro 
their perfect frame : ſecondly, becaute rheremight be ſome perſons 
nor ſerled as tixed dwellers in any Church, whom yer to be caſt forth 
was very behovefull. Again,tume Evangelifts might incurre cenſure, 
- Demas, in ſuch ſort as no ordinary Churches power could reach ts 

em. 

- Concl.$. That ordinarily rhis power is not given to any one fingu- 
larly by himſelf ro exerciſe the ſame, bur with the company of others 
conſtiruring a repreſentative Church : which is the point next ro be 
ſhewed. Yea where Churches were conſtituted, the Apoſtles did nor 
offer to exerciſe rheir power, without the Miniſteriall concurrence of 


the Churches, as in the ſtory of the Corinthuans iS manifeſt. 


THE 


THIRD QVESTION 


Whether Chriſt did immediately commit ordinary power 


Eccleſiaſticall, and the exercile of it, to any one {ingular 
perſon, or to a united multitude of Pregbyrers. 


Hough rhis queſtion is ſo coincident with the former, thar the 
ounds harh in a ſort been diſcuſſed : yer for ſome new confi- 
onions which may be ſuper-added, we will briefly handle ir 
in the method premiſed. 
Firſt, it is argued for the affirmarive. 

Argu.1. That which is committed to the Church,is commitred rs 
the principall member of the Church. Burt exerciſe of juriſdiction 
was committed ro the Church, Maz.18.17. Ergo. Either to the whole 
Church,or to a Church in the Church,or to ſome one eminent meme- 
ber in the Church. Bur it was not commirred ro be exerciſed by the 
whole Church,or ro any Church in the Church.Erge,to one who is in 
effect as the Church, having all the authority of it. Secondly, if one 
perſon may be repreſentarively a Chnrch, when juriſdiction is pro- 
miſed ; then one perſon may be repreſenratively a Church when ju- 
riſdiction and power of exercifing is committed. Bur one ſingular 

on, Peter ſignified the Church, when the promiſe of juriſdiction 
15 made. Ergo.Cyprian to Inbaza faith, that the Bishop is in the Church, 
and the Church fo in the Bishop, that they cannor be ſevered.Fipally, 
as the Kingdom of England may be pur for the King, in whom is all 
the power of the Kingdom; So the Church for the chiefe governor 
in whom is the power of it, 


The ſecond Argument. 

Thar which the Churches had not given them when rhey were 
conſtiruted, that was not promiſed ro them as their immediate right, 
Bur they had nor coercive power given them when they were 'con- 
ſtirured. Ergo. Chriſt did nor commit it to the Churches or Preſ- 
byrers. For then the Apoſtles would not haye with-held it from 
thele, Bur they did. For rhe Apoſtles kept it with themſelves. As 
an 


not commitred to one» 


in the inceftious Corinthian is maiiteſt, whom Part by his judye= 
menr was fune ro excommunicare. 45nd the Thefſalomans are bid 
tone the inordinare,and fignihe rhem,as nat having power within 
the-nſelves to cenſure them. And to Paul alone excommunicated Hys 
mcnew and Alexander, 


The third Argument, 

Thar which Pau! commirred ro ſoine pr:.ne men in Churches, and 
their Succeſſours, rr was nor comm mitted co Predbyreries, but fingu= 
lar perſons. Bur in power »f -»r L114 »n and juriſdiction, he did fo. 
Fr to Trmothy in Epheſus, and to Titus uw Cr2te, he commended the 
power and exerciſe of it. Ergo, 


Th» frurth Aroument. 

That order which was m-2ft nt for exerciting power of juriſdicti- 
on,thar Chriſt did ordain. Burt the order of one chiefe Governoug is 
fitter for execution, then rhe order of a united mulrirude, Ergo, 

The fifth Argument. 

Tf all authoriry and power of exerciſe be in the Church originally, 
then the Paſtours derive rheir power from rhe Church.zBur this is not 
true. Ergo,it was not committed ro rhe Church. Thar authoriry which 
the Church never had,she cannot convev. Bur the Paſtorall authoriry 
of word and Sacraments never was in the Church effentially raken 
Erg-, it cannot be derived from her. Again,Paſtours should diſcharge 
their office in the name of the Church.did they receive their powers 
frm the Church, 

The fixth Argument. 

If the power of juriſdiftion and execution be committed frong 
Chriſt ro the Church, rhen hath rhe Church yay power. Then 
may a particular Church depoſe her Bishop , the $heep cenſure the 
8hepheard,children their farners, which is abſurd. 

On the orher fide ir is argued. 

Argum.1. That which Chriſt doth prefuppoſe as being in many, 
and to be exerciſed by many, that never was committed by Chriſt 
to one, and the execution of any one. Bur Matth. x8. Chriſt doth 
manifeſtly _ the power of juriſdiction ro be in many, and that 
exercatative . ſo as by them bein'7 many, 1s it ro be exerciſed. Ergo» 
Now this is plain in the place. Where firſt marke, that Chriſt doth 
preſuppoſe the authority of ev-cy parcicular Church taken indi- 
ftin&tly. For ir is ſuch a Church as any brother offended may pre- 
ſently complaine ro. Therefore no univerfall, or Provinciall, or 
Dioceſan Church rathered in a Councell. . Secondly, ir is not an 
Dn tr Church char he dorh ſend all Chriſtians ro, for then 


hriſtians in the world Should come to one particular Church, were 


$0: Of the Priority and Power 


ir poſſible. He doth therefore prefuppoſe indiſtinctly the very parti. 
cular Church where the brother offending & offended are members. 
And-if they be nor borh of one Church, the Plaintife muſt make his 
denuntiarion to the Church where the defendants, quia forwm ſequi= 
tur rewns Thirdly,as Chriſt doth ſpeak ir of any ordinary particular 
Church indiftinctly, fo he doth by'the name of Church not under- 
ſtand eſſenrially all the Congregation. For then "Chriſt ſhould give 
not ſome, bur all rhe members of the Church ro be Governours of it. 
Fourrhly, Chriſt fpeaketh ir of fuch a Church ro whom we may ordi- 
narily and orderly complaine:now this we cannor-rothe _— mals 
rirude. Fiftly,this Church he ſpeaketh of, he dorh.preſuppoſe it as the 
ordinary executioner of all diſcipline and cenſure. Bur he mulrirude 
have nor this execution ordinary,as all but Moreli:4, and ſuch Demo- 
critall ſpirits do affirme.And the reaſon _ ſenrence of the 
Church,doth ſhew thar often the number of ir is bur fmall : For where 
£xwo or three are gathered together in my name. Whereas the Church or 
Congregations efſenrially raken for Teachers and people, are incom= 
abl great. Neither doth Chriſtmean by Church, the chiefe Pa- 
ſtor,w 015 virtually as the whole Church. For firft,rhe word Church 
dorh ever ſignifie acompany,and never is found ro note out one per 
ſon. Secondly,the Biſhop may be the perſon offending or offended, 
and the Church ro which he muſt bring the matrer, muſt be other 
then humſelfe. Thirdly,the gradation doth ſhew it. Firſt, by thy ſelf, 
Then shew a witneſſe or two. Then to the Church,as the fin increaſeth,the 
aumber of thoſe by whom ir is ro be rebuked and cenſured, increa- 
ſeth alſo.If one ſay,though the Church ſignifie one goyernour, yet the 
gradarion holderf, for to tel] it ro the Governour in open Courr, is 
more then to tell it to rwenry.We grant that this is true,and were the 
word Church taken here to notre ſome eminent governour, it mighr 
be brought in as a further degree,though one onely were enforced. 
But how can Perer be complainant, if Peter the Prazſul onely be the 
Judge ro whom the thing muſt be denounced. Fourthly,the Church 
in the Corinthians, which Paul ſtirreth up ro cenſure the inceſtuoys 
|m— not any one, but many.,Their rebuke upon which ir is like 
repented;was a rebuke of many;2 Cor.2.6.Fifrly,if the Church had 
been one, he would not have ſubjoyned : For what ye shall bind on earth 
shall be bornd mm heaven. Sixtly,if the Church did nor note an aflembly, 
how could he afſure them from hence, that God would do what they a= 
eed on, becauſe he was with the leaſt aſſemblies gathered m hy Name.Une 
Tele the Church meant were an afſembly,rhis nt could not be 
ſo correſpondent. Where rwo or three are led in Gods Name, 
God is in the midſt of them to do thar they agree on. Bur where the 
Church is binding or loeſing, there are ſome aſſembled in the Narze 
of Chriſt. Ergo. y,the Church in the Old Teſtament neyer no- 
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not committed to ohes p 
reth the high Pricſt virtually, bur, an aflembly of Priefts fitting ro»erher, as 
Judges in the.cauſes of God. Wherefore as Chriſt doth indiſlindtly preſup- 
pole every particular C hyrch. So he doth here onely preſuppoſe the joyny 
authority,ard joynt exceprion ofa repreſent#tive Church, a Presbyrtery of 
Elders who were Paſtours and Governours. 

#194. We argue from the practiſe of the Churches. That power which 
15 NOT 3N OEEBOT tO be execrciled by cne,but in miany, ar.d ro be exerciſed 
by mary in the Church of the Corinthians, that power wita the exerciie of 
,was commirzed by Chr. ro many, nor to crc. Bur the power of Eccle- 

' Haſticall cerlure was in many, and to be performed by -many aſſembled, 
Ergo. The propcſition is plaine. Fcr Par! would nor have called for, .nor 
have liked ary ccrftiturion or exerciſe of power Eccleſiaſticall,other rhen 
Chriſt bad oxCaired. The affcrtion is denied by fore: bur it is a plaire 
truth by many invincible arguments. For f rſt, Paul doth rebuke them thar 
they had not fet themſelves ro caſt him ferth. Now (as Ambroſe ſaith on 
the place. $i autem quys pereſtatem ner; haber,quem ſcrt rex al jicere, att pre 
bare non valet, mmnns eſt. Secondly, Paul doth with them atterbled roge= 
ther, with himſelfe in the name and vertue of Chr.ſ{t,that they might deli- 

yer him up to Satan. For he doth not call on them ro refraine him as al- 
ready excemmunicated, but to purge him out as an infectious leaven,yet 
amcngit them. Thirdly, Par doth tell them that they had power to juige 
thoſe withir,thoſe who were called tretbren,and lived otherwiſe. Fourt 
ly, Paul doth tell them thar they did a rebrke or mulCct of many,writing to 
them that they would nor proceed, 2 Cer.2.6. Laſtly, Paul doth attribute 
ower rothem to forgive him, ard to receive himto the peace of the 
hurch. Which would not have been in them, had they not had the power 
ro excommunicate. Such as have no poger to binde, have no power to 
looſe. So it might be proved by tt e Church of the Theflaloniars,2 Theſ. 3, 
14- If ary man walk mordmately,note hmm, that others may vefraie hm. Nos 
ring, being nct a ſignificarion by letter, which doth wreſt the word againſt 
all copies,andthe current of all Greek interpreters : but —_—_ r0 Note 
him, that all may avoid him ; that isexcommunicate him. Firally,the chure 
ehes cf Aſia,as it is plaine, had power of government within themſelves. 
Argu.3. That power which the Apcſtles did rot exerciſe in the Chur- 
ghcs,nor Evangel ſts, but with concurrence of the Churches ard Pref by- 
reries,that pcwer is much lefe to be exerciſed by ary ordinary Paſtor, bur 
y many. Pur they did nor creaire, ncr lay on hards alore,tkey did nor 
determine queftiors by the power of the Ke « alcre,t ut with cor.curence 
of the Preſ __w of the Church. Ergr, ruch lefſe may any crdinary Mi- 


” pifterdo it alone. Timothy received grace by the yugetrvic of the Pres bo 
; 2 


tery. For that Perſors maſt be urderficed here 15 apparant by the h 


place ; yibea.ir is laid, by the layirg cn cf ary hands, as noteth a perſon, 
and {o bere a Presbytery., Seccrely,to take whwbyrigun 110 baniſe the Or 
f Priefthood,is agaipk all —__— ns the naruge of t 
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32 Power Fccleſiaft icall | 
mination. Thirdly , Timethy never receiued thar order of a Preſbyter ,as 
before wee have proved, Fourthly, ir cannot fignitie as Greeke Expo- 
fiters rake ir, a company of Biſhops. For neither was that Cannon of 3 
Biſhops and the Merropolirzn, or all che Bifhops ina province, in rhe 
Ap-ltles time, neither were theſe who are called Bif hops , then called 
Prcſbyrers, as they ſay, bur Apcitles, men thar had recemed Apoſtolick 
orace, Angels, &c. Finally, it is very abſard ro think of compames of 0+ 
ther Preſbyters in Churches then Paul Planted; bur he placed Preſbyre- 
ries of ſuch-preſbyrers as are now diftinguif hed from Biſ hops, which is , 
the grant of our adverſaries. Not to mention how Armachanus doth cen- 
ſure the other as an interpretation from ones privat ſence, belides teftimo=- 
nie of Scripture. 

Thus re Apoſtles did noroffer alone to determine the .queſtion As. 
IF. but had the joynt ſuftrages of the Pref byterie with chem. Nor he- 
cauſe they could nor alone haue infallibly anſwered, bur becauſe'ir was 
athing robe determined by many ; all who had receiued power of rhe 
keyes, doing it ex officin, and others from diſcretion and dury of confell- 
ing the truth. yea the Biſ ops called primu Preſbyters, had no ordination 
ar the firſt- which the Pref byrcrie did nor gue them. whence haue 
Biſhops of other Churches power ro miniſter th? Sacremenr to the Bi- 
ſhop of this Church ? but Ti: o:hy and Titus are ſaid to have ordained 
miniſters. As Conſuls and Ditarors are faid'ro haue created Conſuls, 
becaule rhey called Senares, propounded and together with orhers did ig 
No otherwiſe do Ieſuirs rhemſelues vnderſtand ir. Salmeron on the 
firſt of Titus. &c. Andiit is manifeſt.by Eccletiaſt.call-writings. of all ſorrs 
that Preſbyters had right of ſuffrage, nor only in their owne Pref byteries 
bur in Provinciall Synods, and+rherofore.in Ozcumenicall Synods, which 
doe ariſe from a combination of rae other, ro whick their mindes went, in 
the inſtructions of Bil hops receiued (rom their Churches. And Athana- 
fins yera Deacon, is read to haue been at rhe Councell of Nice, and ro 
have had righr of ſuffrage init. Finally, the preſbyrerics dida long time 
execute jvyntly all aCtions of Church goverment, as is before-declared . 
Orher arguments we-ſhall rouch in an{wer of thete which have been ob- 
jected. Now ro come to the concluſions, ler this be firſt. 

Concl.z. Extraordinarie Power was commurted ro fome t:qgular per- 
ſons, ſorhar in ſome caſe they mighr fingularly exerciſe it without con= 
curence of other, This I ſpeake in regarl if Apoſtles and Evangeliſts, 
whoſe power in many tainzs could not haue concurrence of perriculer 
Churches which in the-former queſtion is ſufficiently declared. 

Concluſ. 2. That ordinarie power, and the execution thereof was nor 
commited to any finguler gouerners; whereot-rhere was to be. one onely 
ineach Church . 'This is againſt the-Jeſuits, who make account ( the 
moſt of rhem ) rhart as all ciwill power of gouermentr is.giuen ro Ki ro 
be executed by them within the:r commort-wealth,. ſo Ecclefiafticall 

: Power( ſay they ) isgiuento the Popeand to Bif hops in their perricular 
Churcicy to v0 executed by them, and deriued from them to the whole 
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not committed to one. $4 
Ehurch. Co2.3. Ordinaric power with the cxecurion thereof, was no: 
given to the communirie of rhe Church, or.to rhe whole mulrituc-+ ct rhe 
Fiirhfull, ſo that they were the imediare and fir{t recepracle, receining ir 
from Cl:r.it, and vertually deriving it to others. This fe: downe azaink 
the <1vines of Conſtance; our. Prime Divines, as Luther and Melantthon 
and rhe Surboniſts w ho doe-mainia.ne it at this day. Yea rhis ſeemeth ro 
have been Tertr{l1ays errowur, for in his bocke : de pucicrt4e, he makerh 
Chrittto have left all Chr:ttians with likepower, ur the Church tor her 
honor, did diſpoſe it as we ſve. The proportion of a Pollitick body, and 
naturall, deceed rhem,w lule rhey w:1 apply all char is in thete to Chriſts 
mylticall body, not remem}r1ng that ana/-g' is nor in orn:1ſi,nale, tor then 
{ hould it be the ſure with'the analrgarrm. Truent is, all civill power is 
in the body poliricke, the collections of ſubjects, then 1n-a King from rhem 
And all the power of hear:ne, ſceing, they are in the whole man, which 
doth produce them effectually, though tormally and inftramenrally rhey 
are in the eare avd eye, Eutthc reaton cf this 1s, becauſe rhefe powers 
are.natural,and y, hat euer is narvrall,dorh tirit agree tothe conumunn:e or 
tornm,and atcryar ' 15a perticuler perſon and parr,bur all that is in the bo» 
dy,canner holkd'in Chrtz myſtical body. Jn a polliticke budy, power 15 tarſt 
in tne communitie, in the king from them, but all kcclehaſticall power is 
firit.in our King bet/ 1e ny torhe Church from him. Bur ro whom Should 
he firſt commir this power, but ro his Queen. A. Contidering this power 
5 not any Lordly power, bur a power of doing ſervice to the Church for 
Chrift his ſake. Therefore it iS fit it Should be committed rofome perions, 
and nor to the whole community which are the Q::cen of Chriſt. For it is 
not fit a King Should commit power tqhis Q:'Den to ſerve her lelfe pro» 
rly : bur ro have perſons who in regaM of ris relation ghould ftand di- 
inguished from her. Secondly,-in naturall bodies,the power of ſeeing is 
firſt mmediatly in the man, from the man m the eye and parricular meme- 
bers : In rhe myſticall body, the faith of a beleever 15 not firſt immediaerl 
in all,then it the deleever,bur firſt of all and immediatly m the ncrlenell 
beleever, for whole good it ſcrverh more properly then 4 the whole,eve- 
ry man being to live by his own faith. The power of Prieſthood was not 
firſt in the Church of Ifrae/,ſo derived to the Prieſt : bur imimediarly from 
Chriſt ſeatgd in Aaron and his ſons. Oby. Yea,they awere given the Church 


 Sntuitu ejuſdem tanqua fuus E5 totius, Anſ.l bur this 15 not enough, that power 


y be ſaid xþ be unmediatly received by rhey Church as rhe firlt recepta= 
ole of ir,and from it derived to others,as the power of ſeeing is nor onely 
iven antuitu hon:tns as the end of ir,and the rorum to whom it agreerh, bur 
15 #n honune as the firſt ſubject from whom it commerh ro the eye. Bur the 
power even of ordinary Miniſters is not in the Church. For asall are faid 
not to have been Apoſtles, ſo nor to have been Doctours. Bur it 


the power of ordinary teaching. had been given to every Beleever, 
o 


all Should have been made Doctours, thoughnot xo continue fo in 

erciſing the power. Secondly,were yy power in the Church, the Ch 
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Should not onely call them, bur make them our of vertue and power recet. 
yed into her ſelfe : then should the Church have a trae Lord-like power in 
regard of her Miniſters. Betides, rhere are many in the community of 
Chriſtians uncapable of chis power regularly,as women and children. This 
concluſion in my judgement I/i#oria, Soo and others deny , with greater 

ſtrengrh of reaſon then the contrary is maintained. : 

Concl.4. Fourthly,ordinary power of miniſteria!ll government is come 
mirred with the execurion of it,to the Senare or Pre byrery of the church, 
If any faile in any office,the Church hath nor power of ſupplying thar, bur 
a miniſtery of calling one whom Chriſt harh de{crived, that from Chriſt 
he may have power of office given him in the place vacant. 

Concl.g5. Laſtly,though rhe community have not power given her, yet. 
ſuch eſtate by Chriſt her husband is pur on her, that all power is ro be exe- 
cuted in ſuch manner,as ſtanderh with reſpect to her excellencie. Hence it 
is,that the Governours are in many things of greater moment to rake rhe 
conſent of the people with them. Not thar they have joynt power of the 
Keys with them, bur becauſe they ſuftaine rhe perſon of the Spouſe of 
Chriſt, and rhercforc cannor be otherwiſe dealt with, without open disho- 
nour in ſuch things , which belong in common ro the whole Congrega=- 
rion. 

Now to anſwer the arguments firſt pr ded. 

The Propoſirion of the fir{t Syllogifme is denied. That which was commit- 
ged to the Church was commtted to ſome principal member. And we deny the 
ſecond part of the next Syllogilme, proving rhis part denied. Fer the peer 
and execution was committed xo a Church in a Church. Which is fo farre from 
abſurdity, rhart he is abſurd who doth nor (ee ir in Civill and Sacred.Do we 
nor ſee in Parliament a repreſenfMve Commoi-wealrh within our Com- 
mon=-wealth, having the greateſt authority ? Not to mention that a church 
within 4 Church should nor be ſtrange to them who tmagine many Pari- 
ghionall Churches within one Diocelan Church. To the proofes which 
prevent as it were an objection, Shewing rhat rhe Church, Mah. 18 17. 
may be pur for one chiefte Governour. 
| The Þro firion is denied. If that Perer one Governowr,hnay be im type and 
fagure the Church to whom the jurs{iltHtion 1s pron.1ſ2d,then the Chtrh recetving 
and executing it may be one. A moſt falſe _ whoſe contrary is true. 
The reaſon 15, becauſe the Church typified by Peter is. properly and really 
a Church, not figuratively 'and improperly : for rhen- Perce Should have 
been a Figure or Type, of a rype or figurative Church. The tigure there= 
fore and rype being of rhe church'whicthis properly raken,and the church 

operly and really taken, being, a company aſlembled, -hence it is thar 
(Mazh.18.17.) the Church cannot tgnite one ; for one is bur-figurarivly 
and improperly a Church. There is not theſame teaſon of rhe figure and 
the thing that 15 figured. "Nay hence an-argument may: be retorted, pro- 
viag that by thar Church whereof Perer\yas a tigure, is not MOnaT n 
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" Peter, mult needs 


not committed to one. k 
chiefe Governour. Peter as one man or Governour was properly and re- 
ally a virruall Church and chiefe Governour. Bur Peter as one man and 
Governour was in figure onely the Church, Marth.18. Ergo, that Church, 
Mar.18. is not a virtuall Church ; noting forth one chiefe Governour one- 
ty As for Cyprians ſpeech, it doth nothing bur shew the conjunction of 
aſtor and people by muruall love, which 1s fo ſtreighr that the one cannor 


* be ſchiſmarically left our, but the other is forſaken alſo. Otherwiſe 1 


thinke it cannot be shewed to the rime of Innocentius 3. that the Bishop 
was counted the Church ; or this dreame of a virruall Church Once ima- 
gined. The Clerks of the Church of Placenrza did in their oath of Cano- 
nicall obedience ſwear thus : That they would obey the Church of Placentia, 
and the Lord their Brshop. Where rhe Chaprer doth carry the. name of the 
Church from the Bishop. Yea,even in thoſe times propoſed, or fer before 
him ; when the Pope was lifred up above generall Cracks then it is like 
was the tirlt nariviry of rheſe virruall' Churches. As for a Kingdom I doubr 
nor, bur it may be put for a King figuratively : but the Church typified by 
a Church properly* And it will never be proved 
that any one Governour was ſer up in a Church proportionable to a King 
in a Common-wealth, m whom 1s all civill power, whereby the whole 
Kingdom is adminiftred. f 
o the ſecond Argument from the Apoſtles fa&t in the Church of Co- 
ri1th, who judicially (abſent) ſentenced his excommunicartion, I have de- 
creed or judged, leaving nothing rothe Chvrch, but our of their obedience 
ro decline him,as in the 2 Epiſt.2. hefaith, For rhicauſe T have written to 
you,that I may vroue whether you will i32 all things -be beet. Whar arzuments 
are thele ?*H- har judgerh one to be gonne—_ , he leaveth no 
placefor the Pregby:er3 and Church of@+rizth judicially ro excommu=- 
nicate. Thus I might reaſon, As 1 5:17. from Lones i'yw *gine.. He who 
doth judicially ferrence'a thing he leaverhyno place ro other Apoſtles and 
Pregbyrers to give ſentence. The truth is, the Apoſtle mighrhave judged 
him to be excommunicate ; and an Evangelitt , if preſenr;, 'mmighr-have . 
judged þim alloro be excommunicate, and yer place left for the'Chor- 
ches pn alſo. Theſe are ſubordinate one ro the other. Here ir may 
be objected, thar if place be letr for the ' Churches jadgementr 'afrer the 
Apoſtles ſeritence ; then'rhe Church is free not ro-excommunicate where 


- the Apoſtles l.ave, andthe ſame man $hovid be excommunicate and-nor 


excommunicare. Anſi, Suppoſe the Apoſtles could excommunicare Che» 
ve errante wit"Tout cauſe}ir is true. Bur the Apoſtles ſenter.ce being juſt, che 
is not free, in a$miich as ﬆie'cannor lawfully bee do'thar"which lyerh og 
her ; when now ir is eſpecially Shewed her, and by example she is, pro- 


yoked. Yea, where 'ﬆhe Should ſee juſt cauſe of ex ;'*he 

hor RESI on her)” free not-7o © cxcommmunicare. Neo Cr 

thelefſe, though he is nor free, fo 45 she ean' kwfully- nor excommunis, 

cate, yer the is free ſpeaking, of freedom abſolutely and fimply,and if GE = 
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$6 Power Ecclefratticall 
ſhould not excommunicate him, he { hould rercaine not excommunicable 
bur excommunicate, by cheife judgement, yer it  hould nor be executed 
by the ſiniſter fauour of a perticuler Church, as ſay Sawls ſentence had been 
wit,and rhe peoples fauour had been unjuſt. Io: h1 had been vnder con- 
demnation, bur execution had beene prevented by the peoples head ſtrong 
aftection rowards him. Ob. So they who cbeyed P./ they did not judict= 
ally excommunicate, Anf. As rhough one may nor exerciſe power of 'g0- 
ver ment by maner of obedience to the exhortarion ofa fuperiour.Touch- 
ing the place in the Th-ſ1/rnz.m15, role that read. Note hmm by an Epiſile,do 
oe againſt the conſent of all grecke Inteprerers. And whe context doth 
hew thar it is a judiciary noting one,fuch as cauted him ro be avoyded by 
othere, and rended ro breed { hame in him. As for Fauls excommunicas 
ting Hymer«1s and Al. xarder,It will not follow. T har which he did alone 
an orditarie Paſtor may doc alone. Secondly, it is not like he did it alone 
bur 2s he caſt our the Corinthian,though the whole proceeding be nor no- 
red. hough Paul faith, I de/zvcrd thin, So he faith, prace was giuen Times 
thy by impohition of his hands, 2.T1m:. 1.6. when yer the | rel byteric joy=- 
ned, 1.Ti7.4. +4. Th:rdly,it may be they were no fixed members i any 

coritirured Church. 

The third argument of TimorFy and Titus harh been fi.MAictently dicuffed, 
Tothe fourth, That one is fitter fer Execution then any. To which we 
may adde that though rhe Bif hops be bur as Coniuls in a Senat, or V.ce- 
chancellors in a Vniverlitic, hawng when they rt with ctt.ers, no more 
power then the ret. Yet theſe have execution of many things commitrred 
to them. 'I he afiertion, 137. That many are leſſe fit for executiin, we deny. 
T har order is fitreſt which God iriftiruted. Bur he doth commit the keyes 
ro the Church, ro many, that they thizhr exerciſe rhe aurh-rity of them; 
when that mean is moſt fir, which God v{ill mcſt blefſe, ard his bleſſing 
doth follow his own order ; this 1s the tirreſt. Secondly, in the Apcitles 
times,and in the times afrer,almoſt 40 years expired, Presbytcrs dic. con- 
, tinue with Bishops 1n governing _ executing what ever was decreed. 
Thirdly,this depravarion from the tirſt order,one to execute for a Dioce- 
ſan,and Provinciall,drevy on a necetTiry of one to execute rhe dtcrecs of 
the Oecumenicall Church or Pope. Fountly, ler them $hew where God 
divided the power of making laws for government of any Church tropa 
the power to execute them, Regularly rhey who have the greater com- 
mitted, have the lefſer alſo Fittly, we ſce even in civill governments ma» 
ny parts by joynt Councell and action are as happily governed as orhers 
are by a ſingular Governour. Truely, that the African ,Fathers write ro 
C-leſtrne 1s true : 1t x unlikely that God will be preſent with one, inſpiring him 
with his Spirit, and net be preſent with many who are in hu name, and with hs 
warrant aſſembled. As for thoſe compariſons they hold nor in all,: rhey 
bold in that which rhe Conſull doth in calling the affembly, propour.d- 
3ng things, &c, Yerthe Conſuls never took the power to _— my 
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fellows without the concurrence of rheir fellow Senatours, nor ro 
withdraw themſelves from being ſubject to the cenſure of rhe reſt of the 
Senare. : 

To the fift Argument, to the Propoſition by diſtinCtion : if they have + 
all power both of miniſteriall application, and inſtituting orhers our of 
vertue and authoriry, then Paſtors derive. Bur this is denied. She hath no 
power bur of miniſtery,and no plenitude bur fo farre as they in their own 

r{ons can diſcharge. Ir preſuppoſerh therefore we affirme in our que- 
Ron that we donor. Bur to let the Propoſition paſſe, becauſe of ſome 
derivation, it 15 true. If She have bur all power of Miniſteriall applicari- 
on,then Bizhops derive from her. Bur they do not. We fay they 4 And 
whereas it is objected, that which the Church never had $he cannor con- 
vey it. I anſwer, that which the Church never had, She cannor virtually 
convey it* but che may as miniſtring ro hin who hath the power and ver- 
tue of der.ving it. Nothing can give that which it hath nor,e:ther formal- 
ly or virrually, unleiic it give it as an inſtrument ro the one who hath it. 
A man not having a peny of his own, may give an hundred pounds if the 
King make him his Al-noner. A Steward may give all offices in his Ma- 
ſters houſe, as miniiteriaily exccuring his Matters pleaſure. Thus the 
Charch deriverh,as raking the perion whom Chriſt deſcriberh,and our of 
power will have _—_ in thisor rhtoffice in his Church. This anfwererth 
to the laſt ſuzgeſtion. For it the Church did virtually, and out of power 
make an officer, it 15 truc,as we ſce with thoſe whom the King maketh in 
the Cummon-wealrth. Bur if she doit in Steward-like m=nner, miniftring 
to the ſole Lord and Matter of his houſe, then is ncr he fo raken in,to do in 
his name, but in his Maſtcrs name. As a Butler raken in by a fervant,dorth 
execute his office nor in Maſter Stewardgname, but in his Maſters, who 
onely out of power did coaferre it on hin}. 

The laſt objection I ar.fwer. That the particular Church may depoſe 
their Bishop. Whar member toever to the Church 1s the offending perſon, 
may be complained of to the Church. The Church of Fl p47, if ir had 
power to ſee that Archipps do his dury,then it had power to reprove ard 
cenſure him nor doing it. If the Church have power by election ro chuſe 
one their Bishop,and {o power of inſtirating him,rhen of deſtiruting alſo. 
Inſtutuere &9 deſtutuere ejuſem eſt peteſtatre, Bur he is given the onely judge 
in Chriſts room,and though they clect kim, yer as you have f2id,and truly, 

*rhey have not the power of that authority in them ro which he is elected. 


« No more then the Electors of the Emperour have in them power of the 


Imperiall dignity. Anſwer. We fay therefore , that as the Church harh 
onely miniſterial power of application, that i<,ias they cannor our of power 
call a Paſtour, bur oncly call one whom Chritt pointerh our, and ro whom 
Chriſt our of power giveth the place of Paſtour. So she cannor cenſure 
or depoſe, bur onely miniſterially executing the cenſure of Chriſt, who 
wall bave ſuch a one turned our, or otherwiſe cenſured. 
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Bur he Bi wh A ye Ha b fad 
ut the'Bif hap never was fole jndge, apr ther be may be ſai 
ſo. Chrift hr ae Preſ byterie, in which all had equal! power of judge- 
ment. Cyprian Ep. 68, in the caſe of Baſilzdes and Martzalis, doth { hew 
thar the Church had power as of chooting worthy, ſogof refuſing urwor« 
thy, He ffeaketh of an crdinarie power, as by chooſing is men'fe#$, neg 
extraordinarte and in caſe of neceftttie, And Mr.Feuld mairrainerh that 
Liberins was lawfully depctcd by the Church of Rowe, tere}y I maryell 
men of tearning will deny ir,when no reaſon evinceth the Pope, rhough a 
ovencrall Paftor ſubject ro rhe cenſure of a Church Qecumenicall, bur .the 

e proverh a Dioceſan Bishop ſubject ro the cenſure of the particylar 
Church. Unleſle they will fay with ſome Schoolmen, Sero, viz. Thar the 
Pope is but the Vicar of Chriſt in the genera]l Church: bur the Bishop is 
both the Vicar of Chriſt,and alſo repreſenterh the generall Church in his 
Diocefſe, whence he cannot be proceeded againſt by the Church thar is 
a particular. As if ro be a Vicar of Chriſt were a leffer matter then to re- 
preſent the Church. Secondly, I rarvaile kew he commeth to reprefenr 
the generall Church, with whom in his calling the Church Oecumenicall 
hath nothing ro do. 

To that which is objected rouching Fathers, Paſtors ; the frmylitudes 
hold fot in all things. Naturall Pareggs are no waies children,nor in ſtate 
of ſubjection to their children : bur Miricual Fathersare fo Farhers, thay 
in ſome reſpect they are children ro.the whole Church. So Sheepheardg 
are no wayes Sheep, bur Miniſters are in regard of the whole Church. Se» 
condly,Parenrs and Shepheards are abſolutely Parents and Shepheards, be 
they evill : bur ſpirituall Parents and Paſtors are no | ſo they 
they do accordingly behave elves. Befides,are nor civill Kinfs Pa- 
rents and Paſtors of their peep er if they be not abſolute Monarches, 
it was never eſteemed as abſurd, ro ſay that their people had power in 
ſome caſes ro depoſe them. Tf their own Churches have no power over 
them, ir will be hard ro chew wherein others have ſuch power of juriſdi- 
Etion over perſons who belong not to their own Churches. Bur Lord-bi- 
Shops muſt rake ftate on them,and not fubject themſelves unto any rriall, / 
barb their Peers onely, which is by a Councell of Bishops. 
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